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Mr.  Robert  Cleary,  Jr, 

Landscape  Architect 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Grand  Junction  District  Office 

764  Horizon  Drive 

Grand  Junction,  Colorado  81501 

Dear  Rob: 

Enclosed  is  the  Draft  Report  and  Maps  of  the  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Planning  Units  for  your  review  and  comments. 

Table  3  dealing  with  Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume  is  lacking  five  use 
volume  indicators  for  appropriate  Key  Observation  Points.  The  base  infor- 
mation provided  us  has  been  misplaced  following  the  draft  mapping  effort 
in  which  this  information  was  usedo 

It  would  be  appreciated  if  you  could  give  us  input  as  to  the  appropriate 
volume/key  observation  point  when  you  return  this  draft  report  with  your 
comments o 

Sincerely, 

WIRTH  ASSOCIATES,  INCo 

""iilA  '1^^e\rccC 

Tim  Tetherow 
Project  Manager 
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VISUAL  RESOURCE  INVENTORY 
GRAND  JUNCTION  RESOURCE  AREA 

Baxter/Douglas  and  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Units 
HTTRODUCTim 

This  report  constitutes  a  draft  Visual  Resource  Inventory  of  two  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (BLM)  Planning  Units  within  the  Grand  Junction  Resource  Area 
(RA),  Colorado.  The  inventory  has  been  conducted  for  all  of  the  Baxter/ 
Douglas  and  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Units,  which  in  total  encompass  643,000 
acres.  This  study  has  been  conducted  in  compliance  with  the  BLM  Manual 
Section  8411  -  Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation,  and  includes 
an  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality,  Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones. 

The  entire  inventory  is  comprised  of  the  following  components: 
MAPS: 

1.  Photo  Index 

2.  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units 
Cultural  Modifications 
Scenic  Quality  Ratings 


3. 

Use  Volume 

4. 

User  Attitudes 

5. 

Final   Visual   Sen 

siti 

vity 

6. 

Distance  Zones 

RATING  FORMS: 

1.  Scenic  Qua! ity' Rating  Unit  Field  Forms 

2.  Cultural  Modifications  Field  Forms 


3,    Visual  Sensitivity  Workshop  Summary  and  Analysis  Forms 

PHOTOGRAPHS: 

1,  35  MM  color  slides 

2.  35  MM  black  and-'white  photos  and  negatives 

All  photographs  are  provided  in  the  accompanying  volume  with  an  index. 

This  inventory  was  conducted  between  December  9  and  December  12,  1978,  and  in- 
cluded 20  person  days  of  field  study.  A  Visual  Sensitivity  workshop  was  held 
in  Grand  Junction  on  February  14  to  establish  User  Sensitivity  to  Visual  Change 
within  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  for  each  Planning  Unit. 

STUDY  TEAM 

The  study  was  conducted  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  composed  of  the  following 

individuals: 

PROJECT  DIRECTOR 

Tim  Tetherow  -  Landscape  Architect 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  SCENIC  QUALITY 
Ken  Magdziuk  -  Landscape  Architect 

SCENIC  QUALITY  STUDY  TEAM 
Ed  Beveridge  -  Landscape  Architect 
Mark  Figley  -  Landscape  Architect 
Paul  Goldberg  -  Regional  Planner 
Carla  Johnson  -  Geologist 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY/DISTANCE  ZONES 
Craig  Taggart  -  Landscape  Architect 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  STUDY  TEAM 
Terry  Smythe  -  Landscape  Architect 

DISTANCE  ZONES  STUDY  TEAM 

Terry  Smythe  -  Landscape  Architect 
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All  participants  are  employees  of  Wirth  Associates,  Inc.  with  the  exception 
of  Carl  a  Johnson,  who  is  employed  by  Dames  &  Moore  (subcontractor  on  this 
study). 

fenODOLOGY 
Overview 

The  basic  sequential  steps  involved  in  the  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality, 
Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones  are  outlined  as  follows: 

Scenic  Quality 

1.  Determine  and  map  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU) 

2.  Rate  and  document  scenic  quality  levels 

3.  Rate  and  document  man-made  (cultural)  landscape  modifications 

Visual  Sensitivity 

1.  Determine  important  viewer  locations  (Key  Observer  Points  -  KOPs) 

2.  Determine  the  land  that  can  be  seen  from  the  KOP  (seen  area  analysis) 

3.  Map  use  volume  levels  for  KOPs  within  the  seen  area 

4.  Determine  user  attitudes  toward  man-made  landscape  modifications 

5.  Determine  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  a  combination  of  use  volume 
and  user  attitudes 

Distance  Zones 

1.  Determine  KOPs  (as  above) 

2.  Determine  seen  area  from  KOPs 

3.  Map  distance  zones  within  the  seen  area 
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A  two-phase  approach  to  the  inventory  of  visual  resources  was  developed  and 
used  in  this  study.  The  first  phase  involved  preliminary  mapping  in  the 
office.  The  second  phase  was  done  in  the  field  and  involved  confirmation 
of  preliminary  mapping,  actual  field  inventory  and  follow-up  management 
review  of  field  results. 

Phase  One  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A.  Preliminary  determination  of  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU) 
in  the  office  from  topographic  maps  and  aerial  photographs. 

B.  Determination  of  KOPs  in  the  office  from  BLM  and  other  agency  data. 

C.  Preliminary  determination  of  the  seen  area  from  KOPs. 

D.  Mapping  use  volume  levels  of  KOPs. 

E.  Preliminary  mapping  of  Distance  Zones  from  KOPs. 

Phase  Two  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A.  Field  verification  of  SQRU  boundaries  and  scenic  quality  rating. 

B.  Field  identification  and  rating  of  cultural  modifications. 

C.  Field  verification  of  seen  area  and  distance  zones. 

D.  Overflight  and  ground  reconnaissance  by  the  Project  Director  and 
Project  Manager  to  review  field  inventory  results, 

E.  Workshop  session(s)  with  selected  public  and  agency  representatives 
to  determine  user  attitudes  toward  visual  change  in  the  landscape. 

F.  Determination  of  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  user  volume  and 
user  attitudes. 

This  two  phase  approach  was  devised  and  utilized  for  efficiency  in  completing 
the  inventory  portion  within  the  short  time  alloted  for  each  planning  unit. 
(Specifically,  field  team  members  had  a  preliminary  indication  of  rating  units 
and  zones  to  react  to,  rather  than  having  to  start  from  a  blank  base  map  in 
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the  field).  It  also  built  in  a  series  of  checks  and  reviews  by  both  manage- 
ment and  field  team  personnel  since  all  areas  were  reviewed  on  three  occasions: 
preliminary  office  evaluation,  field  inventory,  and  field  review. 

Scenic  Quality 
overview 

The  analysis  of  a  landscape's  "scenic  quality"  requires  a  number  of  methodo- 
logical and  procedural  decisions.  Early  in  these  decisions  is  establishing 
the  rating  unit  and  thereby  defining  the  scale  of  analysis  and  the  physical 
size  of  each  area  (or  unit)  to  be  field  checked.  These  decisions  are  sub- 
jective but  not  arbitrary  and  during  field  inspection  are  refined  as  needed. 

After  each  rating  unit  has  been  field  checked,  several  categories  or  "general 
types"  of  rating  units  emerge  within  each  planning  unit.  The  general  types 
provide  an  indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within  each  planning 
unit  and  serve  as  a  guide  to  that  unit's  landscape  character. 

Man-made  alterations  to  the  natural  landscape  are  either  "cultural  intrusions" 
or  "modifications."  These  alterations  become  visual  attractions  or  detract 
from  the  landscape  and  consist  of  a  wide  range  of  items  and  scales. 

The  scenic  quality  rating  based  on  subjective  data  becomes  a  relative  indicator 
of  the  landscape's  visual  quality.  The  data  used  was  formulated  by  the  BLM 
and  outlined  in  their  manual  (8411)  on  the  subject. 


-5- 


These  elements:  SQRU  Criteria;  SQRU  Classification;  Cultural  Modification 
Criteria;  and  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Criteria  make  up  the  methodological  and 
procedural  components  of  Scenic  Quality.  Detailed  sections  of  each  element 
follow. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CRITERIA 

The  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU)  were  defined  by  a  three-step  process 
which  entailed:  1)  predelineation  of  units,  2)  aerial  verification,  and 
3)  field  refinement  and  final  delineation. 

Within  each  of  the  steps  the  rating  units  were  further  refined  to  reflect 
their  physical  boundaries  from  the  following  criteria: 

1.   Predelineation  of  Units  -  The  data  collection  areas  were  first 
defined  by  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Resource  Areas  and 
Planning  Units,  From  these  planning  boundaries  initial  rating 
units  were  drawn  using  guidelines  supplied  in  the  BLM  Manual 
8411,  "Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation",  and  a 
series  of  maps  including  topographic  maps  (generally  7-1/2 
minute  and  15  minute  USGS  quadrangles)  relief  maps,  and  aerial 
photographic  quadrangles.  The  key  element  in  establishing  rating 
units  was  discerning  areas  of  physiographic  integrity;  where 
physical  size  became  unimportant  and  gave  way  to  defining  areas 
of  similar  scenic  quality.  These  definitions  required  careful 
analysis  of  scale  and  visibility,  a  difficult  requirement  to  meet 
from  map  study  alone,  and  lead  to  both  our  second  and  third  steps. 
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2.   Field  Refinement  and  Delineation  -  Using  topographic  field  maps 
with  the  refined  rating  units  drawn  on  them,  the  three-member 
interdisciplinary  teams  drove  through  each  planning  unit  first 
to  become  familiar  with  the  general  area,  then  specifically  into 
each  rating  unit  for  the  purpose  of  rating  its  scenic  quality. 
During  these  trips  the  units  were  discussed  by  the  team  and  con- 
siderations of  scale  and  visibility  were  decided  using  input  from 
the  aerial  observation  and  points  of  observation  in  the  field.  On 
some  occasions  members  of  the  local  BLM  office  traveled  with  our 
teams  and  contributed  to  this  effort.  Very  occasionally  certain 
SQRU  could  not  be  entered;  generally  they  were  enclosed  by  locked 
gates,  or  were  primitive  areas  without  access.  In  these  unusual 
circumstances  the  team  attempted  to  gain  visual  access  from  adjacent 
areas  and  relied  on  aerial  observations,  aerial  photographs  and 
topographic  maps  to  define  the  rating  unit. 

3.   Field  Verification  -  A  management  team  (usually  the  Project  Director 
and  Project  Manager)  conducted  low  altitude  flights  and  ground 
reconnaissance  over  all  of  the  Resource  Areas  with  a  two-fold  ob- 
jective: 1)  to  review  field  inventory  results  (boundaries  and  ratings) 
and,  2)  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  Resource  Area  prior 
to  conducting  a  visual  sensitivity  workshop. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CLASSIFICATION 

The  various  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  found  within  the  Baxter/Douglas  and 

Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Units  each  fall  into  one  of  nine  general  landscape  types. 
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These  general  types  of  landscapes  have  been  defined  physiographically  based 
upon  field  observations,  and  information  available  on  contour  maps  and  aerial 
photographs. 

The  nine  landscape  types  which  have  been  defined  include  mountains,  cliffs, 
ridges  and  narrow  valleys,  canyons,  plateaus,  rolling  hills,  broad  valleys, 
riparian,  and  man-made  lakes.  Following  are  brief  narrative  descriptions  of 
the  landscape  types  found  within  the  planning  units. 

Mountains  within  the  two  units  are  generally  characterized  by  moderate  to 
steeply  sloping  land  at  higher  elevations.  Mountains  tend  to  be  finger-like 
projections  above  and  between  many  steep-walled  canyons  and  are  typically 
rugged  with  extensive  areas  of  rock  outcroppings.  The  mountainous  areas  end 
where  the  slopes  fall  dramatically,  often  vertically  to  many  intervening 
canyons.  High  alpine  ridges,  broken  talus  slopes,  and  smoothly  undulating 
slopes  are  also  common  to  the  mountainous  terrain.  Northfacing  slopes  tend 
to  be  densely  forested  with  mixed  alpine  conifers  and  aspen,  while  south- 
facing  slopes  support  a  somewhat  sparse  cover  of  pines,  pinyon  and  juniper. 

The  Book  Cliffs  comprise  the  second  landscape  type.  These  are  generally 
characterized  by  nearly  vertical,  massive  faces  falling  600  to  1000  feet  with 
little  if  any  vegetative  cover.  The  lower  sections  of  these  cliffs  are 
primarily  huge  erosional  deposits  from  the  sedimentary  cap  rock.  Due  to  a 
distinct  edge  definition  between  the  surrounding  rolling  hills  to  the  south 
and  the  cliffs  themselves,  the  Book  Cliffs  are  a  dominant  scenic  element  when 
viewed  throughout  Grand  Valley. 
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Lands  of  intermediate  elevation,  lying  above  the  valley  floors  and  below  the 
mountains  are  considered  as  areas  of  either  "ridges  and  valleys"  or  "rolling 
hills."  Ridge  and  valley  areas  are  characterized  by  steeply  sloping  land 
which  crests  in  sharply  angular  ridge  lines.  Significant  rock  outcrop  areas 
are  present  along  many  of  the  slopes  and  numerous  steep-walled  valleys  have 
been  carved  by  the  many  intermittent  streams  which  drain  the  area. 

Areas  of  land  which  are  gentler  and  more  softly  rounded  than  the  rugged   , 
"ridge  and  narrow  valley"  areas  have  been  classified  as  "rolling  hills." 
These  areas  are  characterized  by  gently  sloping  and  undulating,  mounded 
landforms  which  are  often  flanked  by  long  and  linear  elevated  benches  or 
terraces.  The  vegetative  cover  along  the  hillsides  ranges  from  extensive 
grasslands  to  scrubby  stands  of  pinyon  and  juniper. 

Several  canyons  have  been  noted  within  the  planning  units  and  are  characterized 
by  nearly  vertical,  precipitous  walls  which  exhibit  colorful  bands  of  sedi- 
mentary rock.  Flowing  rivers  or  streams  generally  bisect  the  canyon  floors 
and  vegetation  is  comprised  primarily  of  coniferous  species  which  vary  in 
density  with  the  steepness  of  the  canyon  walls. 

Broad,  extensive  areas  of  relatively  flat  land  which  are  raised  sharply  above 
adjacent  lands  have  been  classified  as  plateaus.  Various  species  of  short 
grasses  and  extensive  areas  of  sagebrush  are  common  to  these  areas. 

Broad  valleys  were  considered  to  be  wide,  open  expanses  of  relatively  flat  to 
gently  sloping  land  which  is  bounded  by  ranges  of  hills  or  mountains.  These 
areas  are  commonly  covered  by  thick  deposits  of  sediments  which  originated  in 
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the  surrounding  mountains  and  typically  support  vegetative  communities  of 
short  grasses  and  sagebrush.  Significant  agricultural  activities  are  found 
in  these  valleys  as  well. 

In  the  dry  landscape  of  western  Colorado,  a  major  river  is  an  important  and 
dominant  scenic  resource.  It  is  felt  that  a  major  river,  such  as  the  Colorado 
River,  can  be  managed  more  efficiently  as  a  unit  unto  itself  rather  than  as 
a  component  of  a  larger  unit  such  as  a  broad  valley  or  an  area  of  rolling 
hills.  For  this  reason,  land  associated  with  a  major  river  course  was  singled 
out  and  classified  as  a  "riparian"  landscape. 

Highline  Lake  Rating  Unit  (016)  contained  a  significant  water  body  although 
it  was  not  a  dominant  scenic  feature.  Because  this  lake  is  located  within  a 
rolling  hills  landscape,  it  received  the  classification  of  "Rolling  Hills/ 
Man-made  Lake". 

There  are  a  number  of  units  that  could  be  considered  to  fit  more  than  one 
category.  An  example  would  be  a  rating  unit  composed  of  one  or  two  mountains 
and  many  lesser  ridges;  this  unit  could  be  considered  as  either  "mountains" 
or  "ridges  and  narrow  valleys."  It  was  our  purpose  to  generally  classify  the 
SQRU  by  the  most  characteristic  physiographic  feature;  therefore,  an  area  of 
many  ridges  and  one  or  two  lesser  mountains  would  be  typed  as  "ridges  and 
narrow  valleys." 

The  classification  of  SQRU  by  general  types  has  been  provided  to  give  some 
indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within  each  planning  unit. 
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CULTURAL  MODIFICATION  CRITERIA 

Using  the  criteria  prescribed  in  Section  24  of  the  BLM's  Manual  8411  -  "Upland 
Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation,"  the  field  teams  conducted  an  inven- 
tory of  significant  cultural  modifications  found  within  the  Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Units.  These  modifications  were  then  evaluated  in  regard  to  their 
overall  effect  on  the  visual  quality  of  the  landscape,  . 

Cultural  modifications  can  take  the  form  of  either  visual  intrusions  or  visual 
improvements.  For  purposes  of  this  study  the  cultural  modifications  which  were 
documented  were  those  which  were  judged  by  the  members  of  the  field  team  to  be 
visual  intrusions,  or  adverse  impacts  upon  the  area's  inherent  scenic  quality. 

The  specific  cultural  modifications  which  were  signled  out  for  documentation 
were  those  which  strongly  attracted  attention  or  tended  to  become  a  dominant 
feature  in  the  landscape.  These  conditions  were  defined  in  terms  of  the 
severity  with  which  the  particular  modification  contrasted  with  the  natural 
components  of  the  surrounding  landscape.  Changes  in  landform,  water,  or 
vegetation  and  the  addition  of  structures  were  examined  to  determine  the  extent 
to  which  they  contrasted  with  the  basic  form,  line,  color,  and  texture  character- 
istic of  the  rating  unit.  If  the  overall  contrast  was  considered  to  be  sig- 
nificant, the  modification  was  photographed,  plotted  on  a  map,  and  rated  on 
the  Cultural  Modification  Field  Form. 

The  question  of  whether  or  not  to  document  a  cultural  modification  as  a  visual 
intrusion  was  also  influenced  by  proximity  to  developed  areas  and  the  modifi- 
cations scale,  or  size,  within  the  SQRU  as  a  whole. 
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When  a  particular  land  use  or  cultural  modification  (which  would  ordinarily 
be  classified  as  a  visual  intrusion  on  the  basis  of  its  visual  contrast)  was 
located  in  an  area  strongly  dominated  by  the  influence  of  development,  it  was 
not  documented  as  a  visual  intrusion  and  was  considered  to  be  part  of  the 
developed  area.  Trailer  parks  located  on  the  outskirts  of  an  urban  area,  for 
example,  were  not  singled  out  though  trailer  parks  in  an  area  relatively  free 
of  development  were. 

In  areas  which  were  free  of  the  overbearing  visual  influence  of  an  urban 
development,  scale  was  the  factor  which  was  used  to  determine  which  cultural 
modifications  would  be  documented.  Generally,  large  scale  features  were 
singled  out  while  small-scale  features  were  not.  By  way  of  example,  fences 
were  not  documented  though  transmission  lines  were.  Billboards  weren't  con- 
sidered though  junk  yards  were.  The  decision  was  highly  subjective  but  not 
arbitrary. 

General  Types 

As  mentioned,  the  field  teams  were  oriented  toward  documenting  cultural 
modifications  which  created  strong  contrasts  with  the  natural  elements  of 
the  landscape.  A  general  listing  of  the  cultural  modifications  noted  within 
the  various  planning  units  would  include  the  following: 

1)  Dumps  or  trash  areas. 

2)  Buildings  and  grounds  of  unusual  size  or  use  such  as  storage  yards 
and  refineries 

3)  Large  gravel  and/or  borrow  pits 

4)  Transmission  towers  and  cuts  through  wooded  slopes  for  tower  con- 
struction and  maintenance  roads 
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5)   Sewage  lagoons 

5)   Gas  drilling  and  pumping  stations 

These  general  intrusions  are  often  repetitive  within  each  planning  unit  and 
when  identical  intrusions  such  as  transmission  lines  are  present  within  an 
area,  they  are  usually  grouped  together.  Specific  cultural  intrusions  and 
locations  are  described  on  the  "Field  Form  for  Modification  Inventory  and 
Feature  Contrast  Score." 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  CRITERIA 

The  scenic  quality  rating  is  a  relative  indication  of  the  visual  quality  of 

^      the  landscape  based  on  a  systematic  approach  and  analysis  of  the  landscape 
elements.  Considered  are  the  physical  landscape  components  of  landform, 
vegetation,  water  and  color;  the  relative  scarcity  or  uniqueness  of  that 
particular  landscape  type  within  the  region;  the  extent  to  which  it  has  been 
altered  by  man  and  the  degree  to  which  lands  in  adjacent  rating  units  enhance 
Its  overall  visual  quality.  Each  rating  criteria  receives  a  score  according 
to  established  methodology  as  shown  in  Figure  1  taken  from  the  BLM  8411  manual. 
The  combined  numerical  total  then  determines  one  of  three  levels  (A,  B  &  C) 

^     of  scenic  quality. 

Ratings  were  done  within  the  context  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  and  Colorado  Plateau 
•      physiographic  provinces. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY 

INVENTORY  AND  EVALUATION  CHART 


key  factors 


€> 


landform 


vegetation 


• 


water 


m 


color 


rating  criteria  and  score 

1  1 


is  ctprots«d  in  pro— 
Edncijt  cliffs,    splrra 
1-1  r-  ;ria^iiv«  ZTx3c  caut— 

xi^xriiCB  vajrxatducn  or 
liigfily  trocied   fi  i;,  nw— 
ticM   including  major 
Si»<ILaxx53  or  dune 
»yamjg>   or  detaii 
feJLt2ire«  fYTnirvirrc  And 
cxcepCimally  srriking 
jsnd  iij-origuing  sods 
aa  glidexa.  -^ 


Stf«p  csinycnx,  mesas, 

buttiS,    dndcr   ccne« 
And  drucilinsi  SI. 
int=xi=rting  ercjsicn*! 
patrccms  or  vari«:y 
in  »ii«  »nd  iKape  of 
Ijixxlfonssj'sr  Sctiil 
fe-acurea   prt=5«rit  and 
interesting  though 
not  AsTdnant  or 


A  varin^  of  veget*- 
ti\«  tnp>=s  o3 
expresA'ad  in  intcr^ 
c^cSxjg  £cn3=a,    textures, 
and  patrCtms. 


Oejir  ar»d  clesi 
appearing,    still, 
ca3c»ding  ■white 
water, 'my  3f   »i*u.=h  •Bxo 
a  i3c2ninar:C  f  jx.  i  i"«"         |!^ 
in  the  landicapc.         vJ 


Rich  r"^'"'^  ccutdjia— 
tiana,   variety  or 
vivid  oolnr;  or 
pl«a«ing  ocntrasta  ia  _ 
the  solX.   xocjci              __ 
vrrgirtatica,   vmicr        Q 
or  srcfcT  fields.     


influence  of 

adjacent 
scenery 


X3jac=rrt  scenery 
greatly  eiihajTces 
visual  <juAlity* 


scarcity 


cultural 
modifications 


One  of  a  kind:   or 
vrtusvially  cesaDrable, 
or  very  rare  vdthin 
zegicru      CDruiistent 
^vaoca    for  ooeptional 
vLXdlSit:  or  viid- 
flr>-«cx  via-rfing,   etc.  Q 


.    L 


n^oa    ircrm  keathexi- 
cajiy  V3ndcairaiil«  or 
iijj^sxrdJTTt.  Ju.gtTts   and 
infliauTocaj    or 
ncxSiXLcatlxxia  aAl 
favorably  to  visual 
variety. 


Scr«  variety  of 
VB^ctaticn,  ixst,  oily 
csTc  or  t>o  jnajor 
types. 


jlcuing,   or  rtill. 
btjt  riJt  daninant 
in  the  landacapt- 


Scrr«  iutrmity  or 
variety  in  cnlnn 
arrl  contract  of  tha 
«3il,   jxxdc  and  •«9«~ 
tstion,  bot  not      ^_ 
a  dominant         ....      ^^ 
scenic  elo't-iit. 


Adjacent   sosiery 
BErieratcly  enhances 
overall  visual         _ 
quality.  xJ 


Qijtinctiv*,   thaugii 
scrrcJhat  similar  to 
others  within  the 
regi^sri. 


lew,   roliing  hiHa, 
footMila  or  CLat 
valley  bum. lint. 
Interesting  detail 
3jrii5C2^3e  ffibatxU-EJ 
few  or  lisrfcing. 


1 


litile  or  no 
variety  or  < ywr- 
trast  in 
vegctatioQ.. 


Aia-ent,   or 
prea^STt,   txjt  soC 


o 


SiiTtla   color 

ticos,    tjjuorajt  < 

inrn-eati 

gor rally  autK     • 


Adjaoent   scenery 
haj   littla  or 
1x3   influejTc*  en 
overall  vixual      Q 
quality. 


Interesting  - 
within  iti 
setting,   but 
fairly  carmen 
withia  the 
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Scenic  quality  la 
acrnesjhat  «i=pt-=iat«d 
by  inharccnicxa 
intrusions,  twt  nc^ 
■o  e5cra=nai'>^   that 
■  the   sc^if  guAlitiea 
ar«  ersir^ly  nogated 
2^  sr=dif  icitiona   add 
little  cr  ro  vijnial 
varirty  to-  Q 

the   ar»>*. 


f^-ir^T^4r-ar'*'"^^^    are 
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SCENIC 
QUALITY 

A=  19-3; 

-  B=  12-18 

C=  0-1^ 


FIGURE     1 


8411     -   VISUAL   RXSOURCE    IKVENTORr   AKB    EVALDATION 
Sctnalc   Quillcy  -  EipliDmtlon  of  lUtlng   Crlt«rli 


landform 


TtpognifiTy  be<xxnES  nnre  intercrsting  as  it  ygt-s  stei^^&r  or  nore 
trmvsivg,  cr  ziZ3re  sevcxeiy  or  iTvivcr"saUy  sculpcured-      CutLstamding 
Landforns  BBy  tie  incnvrnerTtaJ.,    as  the  Crzird  Canyon,    the  Sawtroth 
K>TTCAin  Kango  in  TAiha,   the  Wrangell  htxsrtain  Range  in  Al-aika,   or 
they  Eoay  be  exccredingly  axtistic  and  sxirtle  as  caa-t2iin  badlands, 
pinnaclca,    anches   ar>d  othex  cxtx^ordiriary   focTations, 

vegetation 

Give  primaxy  oarLsideration  ta  the  variety  of  patterns,   foms,   and 
textures   croatod  by  plant   life.     Ccoisidex   shacx-lived  displays  Whrn 
they  are  kno-ai   tn  be   recucrirq  or  sprsx^cular.     Oanaiiier   alao  Bnaller 

scale  vegetaticnal  features  which  add  stxiJd-ng  and  intriguing  detail 
elements  to  the  landscsjpe;  e.g.,  gnarled  or  windbeaten  trees,  Joshua 
trees,   etc 


water 


That  ingredient  wHixdh  adds  trovrsvesiz.  or  serenity  to  a   scene.      Uie 
degree   to  which  iJater  dsninates  the  scene   is   the  primary  ccnsidera- 
ticn  in  selecting  the  rating  score. 


color 


Consider   the  ovexall   cnlarts)    of  the  basic  azrTp3-ients  of  the   landscape 
(i.e.,    soil,    It>c3t,    vegetation,    etc.)    as   they  appear  during   s€.asans  or 
periods  of  high  trse.      Key  faccnrs  to  use  vhen  in  rating  "color"   are 
variety,   ccrrcxTLsrt  snd.  hamcny. 

adjacent  scenery 

Degree  to  which   sceriery  outside  the  sceriery  unit  being   rated  e.nhar>ces 
the  overall   inpressican  of    the  scenery  within  the  rating  init.      The 
distance  v^iich  adjacent  scenery  will  influence  scenery  within  the      _ 
rating  unit  will  narmjOly  range   froa  0-5  miles,   depending  up3i  v^erti- 
cality  of  topograp^Ty.    vegetative  cover   and  other   such   factors.      IJiis 
factor  is  generally  applied  to  units  which  would  normally  rate  very  lew 
in  score,   but   the   influence  of  the  adjacent  unit  woold   enhance  the 
visual  quality  and  raise   the  score. 


scarcity 


This   factor  provarV-n  an  opportunity  to  give  ad3ed  inpcrtanci:   to 
or  all  of   the   soenic   features   that  appear  to  be   rvtlatively  uni^jue  or 
rare  within  one  p^r/xingrajiilc  region.      TTifeie  nsy  also  be  «-a^s  vher« 
a  separate  evalu^rticn  of  each  of   the  key  factors  does  not  give  £   true 
picture  of  the  overall   scenic     quality  of  ^u^  area.      Often  it  is   » 
nuraber   of  ncrt   so   spectacular  elwrents   in  the  proper   ccrrbination  that 
prcdu^es  the  most  pLe.asing  and  fferrorable   scenery  -  the   scarcity   factor 
can  be  used   to   recognize  this   type  of  arfsa   and  give  it   the  added 
enphasis  it  needj:. 

cultural  modifications 

Gansider  the   Inpact  of   change  on  the  visual  quality  of  the  charac- 
teristic Xandscape.      Cultural  jrodif  ications  in  the  laxviforBv/water, 
vegetation  and   addition  of   structures  should  be  considered  and  may 
detract   from  the   s.C3:ncjr/  in  the  form  of  a  negative   intjrusicn  or 
actually  oarplanent  or  improve  the   scenery  cjuality  of  a  -unit.      Be 
careful  not  to  canlHjse   interest  with  scenery  quality.      Rate 
accordingly. 


Visual  Sensitivity 

criteria 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  determining  visual  sensitivity  are  those 
set  forth  in  BLM's  8411  manual.  Basically,  this  involves  a  two-part  inventory 
and  evaluation  process  consisting  of:  1)  determination  of  user  volume  and, 
2)  user  attitudes  toward  change  in  the  landscape.  The  results  of  these  two 
independent  analyses  are  combined  according  to  established  procedures  and 
result  in  a  determination  of  final  visual  sensitivity  levels. 

USE  VOLUME 

The  collection  of  use  volume  data  is  to  determine  the  number  of  people  viewing 
the  landscape  at  various  locations.  The  greater  the  number  of  viewers  in 
any  given  area,  the  greater  the  "exposure"  it  receives  and  the  greater  its 
sensitivity  is  said  to  be.  Actual  use  volume  is  categorized  into  one  of 
three  levels  (H,  M,  or  L)  according  to  the  following  criteria  (BLM  Manual 
8411  aiAla):" 


H 

M 

t 

craiEsiA 

HIGH 

MEDim 

LOU 

(1) 

Use  volume 

Segments  of  travel 

Segnents  of  travel 

Travel  route  scr- 

(total)  use. 

routes,  use  sites 

routes,  use  sites 

raents  with  less 

no  distinction 

or  population  cen- 

or population  cen- 

than 20,000  visits/ 

between  types) 

ters  which  receive 

ters  which  receive 

yr.  or  less  than  20 

cars  and  trains 

200,000  or  more 
vislts/yr.  or  more 
than  200  vehicles/ 
day  (ADT  year  round), 
or  comparable  degree 
of  use  on  a  seasonal 
basis. 

20,000  to  200.000 
visits/year  or  20 
to  200  vehicles 
per  day  (ADT  year 
round),  or  a  com- 
parable degree  of 
use  on  a  seasonal 
basis. 

■  ■ 

vehicles/day  (ADT 
year  round). 

(2) 

Use  volmse  — 

20,000  or  more 

2000  -  20,000 

less  thi:n  2000      ^ 

trails,  rivers. 

vlsita/yr. 

vislts/yr. 

vislts/yr. 

water  bodies. 

■ 

trams 
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Travel  routes  or  use  areas  of  High  or  Moderate  volume  are  considered  to  be 
Key  Observation  Points  (KOPs).  From  these  KOPs,  the  landscape  can  be  seen 
(referred  to  as  the  "seen  area")  is  mapped  out  to  a  maximum  distance  of  15 
miles.  The  level  of  volume  of  that  KOP  (either  High  or  Moderate)  is  then 
designated  for  the  entire  seen  area  around  that  KOP.  Where  an  area  can  be 
seen  from  both  a  high  volume  KOP  and  a  moderate  volume  KOP,  the  high  desig- 
nation is  given. 

Use  data  for  this  study  was  obtained  through  the  BLM  Area  Offices,  from  the 
State  Highway  Department,  county  road  departments.  State  Division  of  Parks 
and  Outdoor  Recreation,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Though  somewhat  variable  in  age, ^the  data  used,  in  all  cases,  was  the  most 
current  available.  Where  notable  data  gaps  occurred,  the  best  estimate  of  the 
agency  representative  was  used  considering  current  use  patterns  and  known  use 
levels  of  adjacent  roads/areas. 

Seen  areas  were  manually  derived  in  the  office  through  the  use  of  topographic 
and  raised  relief  maps.  .  The  results  were  reviewed,  and  refined  during  the  course 
of  the  study  by  the  Project  Managerand  other  members  of  the  study  team. 


USER  ATTITUDES 

Data  on  user  attitudes  toward  change  is  collected  in  order  to  determine  the 

extent  of  public  concern  for  various  lands  within  the  planning  unit  and 

specifically,  their  attitudes  toward  visual  modification  of  the  landscape. 

It  is  the  only  point  in  the  inventory  process  where  public  input  is  considered. 
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The  procedure  used  in  this  analysis  was  a  somewhat  modified  version  of  the 
"Extensive"  (low  level)  procedure  set  forth  in  BLM  Manual  8411.  Basically, 
it  involves  a  workshop  format  with  selected  representatives  of  various 
agencies,  private  interests  and  public  interest  groups.  They  are  asked  to 
respond  to  a  variety  of  possible  landscape  modifications  within  specific 
landscape  units  which  are  based  on  the  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU). 
These  responses  are  then  evaluated  by  qualitative  means  to  detemine  a  high, 
moderate  or  low  level  of  sensitivity  for  each  rating  area. 

With  this  general  direction  from  the  BLM  8411  manual  it  was  first  necessary 
to  determine  the  specific  data  needs  and  a  format  for  obtaining  this  information. 
In  order  to  determine  user  response  to  change  it  was  decided  to  obtain  a  com- 
prehensive list  of  the  generic  types  of  change  possible  on  BLM  lands.  These 
were  then  grouped  into  seven  major  over  categories  based  on  similarities  in 
their  visual  effect  on  the  landscape,  e.g.  landform,  vegetation  and/or 
structure  modification.  Only  those  specific  generic  types  within  each  category 
that  are  appropriate  to  a  given  Resource  Area, are  presented  to  workshop  parti- 
cipants. In  some  cases  an  entire  over-category  was  deleted  if  inappropriate 
or  unlikely  in  that  Resource  Area. 

As  a  context  within  which  to  judge  these  responses  it  was  decided  that  parti- 
cipants should,  at  the  outset,  indicate  the  relative  sensitivity  or  value  they 
placed  on  the  visual  resource  of  each  rating  area.  For  this  purpose,  parti- 
cipants were  asked  to  indicate  the  level  of  protection  that  should  be  given 
to  the  visual  resource.  One  of  five  levels  were  presented  as  options: 
Preservation,  High  Protection,  Moderate  Protection,  Low  Protection  or 
Rehabilitation.  These  were  intended  to  generally  correspond  with  the  five 
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VRM  Management  Classes.  A  workshop  rating  form  was  then  developed  around 

these  data  needs  on  a  rating  unit  basis  (see  Figure  2).  In  addition, 

an  accompanying  instruction  sheet  was  developed  that  also  included 

a  space  for  participants  to  indicate  any  specific  issues,  projects  or  areas 

of  concern  visually  (see  Figure  3).     These  responses  were  primarily  for 

the  benefit  of  the  Area  Manager  and  not  factored  into  final  ratings. 

To  determine  a  list  of  workshop  participants  Wirth  Associates  first  met  with 
BLM  representatives  to  develop  a  generic  list  of  types  of  interest  or  agency 
input  desired.  The  following  general  types  of  input  were  decided  upon: 
federal,  state  and  local  (county  and  city)  agency  representation  (including 
administrative,  design  and  planning  representatives);  conservation  organizations; 
cattlemen,  mining  and  utility  representation;  off-road  vehicle,  guide  and 
ski  type  recreation  representation;  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  "average 
citizen"  representation.  From  this  generic  list,  the  BLM  District  and/or 
Area  Office  selected  specific  representatives  for  each  category.  Both  a 
preliminary  letter  of  notification  and  a  follow-up  letter  were  composed  by 
Wirth  Associates  and  sent  from  the  Area  Office  to  each  selected  representative 
(example  following  page  22).-  This  was  followed  by  a  personal  phone  reminder  by  an 
Area  Office  BLM  representative  prior  to  the  meeting. 

The  Project  Director  and  Project  Manager  made  a  flight  oyer  the  study  area  two 
days  prior  to  the  workshop  to  review  scenic  quality  rating  unit  boundaries  and 
ratings,  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  study  area  prior  to  the  workshop, 
and  to  determine  whether  or  not  certain  rating  units  should  be  further  sub- 
divided or  combined  for  purposes  of  the  workshop.  Final  visual  sensitivity 
workshop  rating  unit  maps  and  forms  were  then  prepared  on  this  basis. 
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'ISJAL  .SE.MSmV|5rY  WOtlKSHOP  DATA  -SHEET 


.RESOURCE  AREA 


.PLANNING  UNIT 


.     PARTICIPANT 

REPRESENTING- 
DATE 


RATING  AREA 
Name 

No. 

DESIRED  VISUAL 
MGMT.  CLASS 

Landform-l 

Landfonti-2 

USER  REACTION  TO  VISUAL  CHANGE  BV: 
Landf./Veg.-l,  Landf ./Veg.-2  ';  Vegetation 

Veg. /Struct.  : 

Structures 

*»€ 

■ 

" 

'  ■ 

- 



-■-■■■- 

■ 

■ 

■  - 



— -  - 



_..., 



*  "   ■ 





■ 





-  -  -     ■ 

.... 



-  - 

■ 



-  - 

.   ,  . 



P 

h 

L 
t 

1 

■  1 

•  Preservation 
IP'Niqh  Protection 
dRModerate  Protection 
P-Low  Protection 
1  ■  'i.sliabllttatSoF! 

H"  Visual  change  by  this  type  of  activity  would  cause  a 
stronq  negative  reaction. 

M-  Visual  change  by  this  type  of  activity  would  cause  a 
moderate  negative  reaction. 

L  •  Visual  change  by  this  type  of  activity  would  cause  a 
low  adverse  reaction. 

-J- "  Visual  chsrics  by  this  type  of  activity  would  have  a 
positive  effect  on  the  landscape. 

CATEGORIES  OF  VISUAL  CHANGE 

Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landfonii-2 

Dams/water  Impoundments 

Land  form/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
OHV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 

Vegetati on/St ructures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 

Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 


FIGURE  2 


VJSUAL  SLfJSlTJVnY  WORKSHOP  DATA  SHElI 
EXPLANATION  AND  CONTINUAT  ]0r.' 

GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS:  "  ■■  . 

In  filling  out  the  workshop  forin,  please  respond  from  the  point  °^^^^^  °^ 

the  public  sector  or  agency  you   represent  rather  than  f rom  ^our  Personal^ 

point  of  view.  This  will  enable  us  to  better  analyze  the  broad  spectrum 
of  public  attitudes. 


i^   Relationship  to  the  Area: 

best  suited 
tters  include 
appropriate 

(e.g.  "RE  -  coal  mining")- 
Value  Placed  on  Scenic  Quality: 

From  your  group  or  agency's  point  of  view,  indicate  the  degree  of  value 
placed  on  scenic  quality  in  each  area  in  terms  of  H,  n  or  L  vaiue. 

Desired  Visual  Management  Class: 

This  is  to  be  a  further  indication  of  the  value  of  scenic  quality  to  the 
group  or  agency  in  tenns  of  the  level  of  management  you  feel  ^houl^  be 
exercised  for  scenic  values  within  the  area,   ''^-"f  ^^t^°"  ..^°"^,^,lT'[  ^^. 
all  activities  which  would  noticeably  alter  the  landscape    Rehabilitation 
is  an  indication  that  from  your  group  or  agency's  point  of  ^^ew  the  area 
is  already  visually  degraded  and  needs  some  level  of  corrective  measures. 

User  Reactiion  to  Visual  Change: 

The  categories  of  visual  change  listed  below  are  ^"tended  to  represent  generic 
types  of  management  actions  which  would  lead  to  similar  kinds  of  visual  change. 
They  are  not  intended  to  represent  specific  management  proposals. 

Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landfonn-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 


Landf orm/Vegetati  on 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail.  Spurs 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding.etc.) 
Burning 
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Vegetation/Structures-1  Structures 

Power  lines  Residential 

Tramways  Hwy.   Rest  Stop 

Reflectors/repeaters  Visitor  Center 
Substations 


SPECIFIC   ISSUES,    PROJECTS   OR  LANDS"  OF   CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space   please   Indicate  ar 

grou] 

proji 

the    'location   ot   specixic    janas   yuu   ai  c   v.uiiv_s..  ..^^   "^- — -   - 

or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant_ 
Date     • 


V- 


The  workshop  format  followed  the  following  basic  outline: 

A.  Introduction  (BLM  Area  Manager) 

:    -  Relationship  of  this  study  to  the  overall  Area  planning  effort 

B.  Study  overview  and  background  (Wirth  Associates) 

C.  VRM  program  overview  (Wirth  Associates) 

D.  Slide  overview  of  rating  areas  within  the  Resource  Area 

(Wirth  Associates) 

E.  Slide  examples  of  various  possible  generic  landscape 

modifications  (Wirth  Associates) 

F.  Participant  ratings  on  a  rating  unit  by  rating  unit  basis 
(facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates) 

G.  Participant  narratives  on  specific  issues  or  projects  of 
concern  (facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates). 

Following  the  workshop,  an  initial  analysis  of  the  results  was  made  by  Wirth 
Associates  which  led  to  a  preliminary  overall  user  attitude  rating  of  Low, 
Moderate  or  High  for  each  rating  unit.  Initially,  each  form  was  reviewed  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  results  would  be  utilized.  Forms  were  considered 
invalid  if  it  were  apparent  that  the  participant  was  confused  about  the  infor- 
mation requested  or  made  no  distinction  between  rating  areas  or  types  of  change 
(e.g.  rated  all  possible  actions  for  all  rating  areas  the  same). 

Where  ratings  were  ambiguous  but  a  reasonable  assumption  could  be  made  as  to 
the  intended  response  changes  were  made  and  documented  on  the  rating  form. 
Partially  completed  forms  were  utilized  if  responses  appeared  consistent  and 
an  understanding  of  the  desired  information  was  apparent  by  the  responses  given. 
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Final  Rating: 
Rationale: 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit: 

.UES 
HIGH 

P 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

Rating  Unit(s): 

\PE  VAl 
MED. 

MP 

LAN  DSC/ 
1            LOW 

LP 

R 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1**  ' 
(HIGH)*** 


V/ST-1 
(HIGH) 


'^'I'l'I'tfiyi'J'I'C'^^^K'!^  "K^  ^K  ■ : 


V/ST-2 

(MED,) 


ST 
(MED.y 


HTP»iT^WHn'Ww<'n.Mii. 


— 


'■V.'.' .'■'■'■'.'.'.'■'.'.'.'.'■'■ '.'.■■'■•!*. 


Illili 


*   LZJ  =   High  Ratings;      11111  =   Moderate  Ratings; 

**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 

***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Low  Ratings 


FIGURE  4 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy,  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 


Valid  forms  were  qualitatively  evaluated  and  tallied  by  the  same  review  team 
according  to  a  rating  form  specially  designed  for  this  purpose  (see  Figure  4). 
According  to  this  form,  responses  to  Desired  Management  Class  are  totaled  and 
compared  to  totals  for  responses  to  various  categories  of  landscape  change. 
Where  there  was  a  difference  for  a  rating  area  between  the  overall  level  of 
protection  designated  through  the  Desired  Management  Class  and  the  overall  level 
of  sensitivity  toward  change,  a  preliminary  H/M  or  M/L  designation  was  given. 

Once  the  preliminary  analysis  was  complete,  a  follow-up  meeting  was  held  with 
the  Area  Manager  and  appropriate  members  of  his  staff  to  review  the  results. 
An  explanation  of  the  preliminary  analysis  procedure  was  presented  and  reviewed. 
Following  this,  each  summary  and  analysis  form  was  reviewed  with  the  Area  Office 
personnel.  Borderline  H/M  and  M/L  ratings  were  resolved  at  this  time  based  on 
intensity  of  responses,  consistency  of  thought,  overall  trends,  specific 
participant  responses,  amount  of  BLM  land  in  the  rating  area,  user  types  and 
trends  in  the  area  and  specific  issues  surrounding  the  area.  In  addition,  if 
the  Area  Manager  and  staff  felt  that,  based  on  the  above  considerations,  par- 
ticipant responses  clearly  did  not  reflect  the  true  level  of  sensitivity  for  a 
given  area,  they  raised  or  lowered  the  rating.  In  all  cases,  a  written  rationale 
was  prepared  in  the  space  provided  on  each  summary  and  analysis  form  (Figure  4) 
which  documented  the  basis  for  the  final  rating. 

The  tally  sheets  were  designed  for  easy  visualization  of  trends.  The  following 
assumptions  were  made  in  its  design: 

Management  Class  ratings  can  be  grouped  into  levels  of^ 
High,  Medium  or  Low  value  (an  exception  is  the  Rehabili- 
tation category  which  is  sometimes  given  because  of  a 
high  concern  -  when  this  occurs,  ratings  to  various 
landscape  modifications  would  expectedly  be  higher  than 
where  little  concern  exists). 
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Landscape  modification  categories  have  different  inten- 
sities and  are  identified  as  High,  Medium  and  Low. 

Gray  levels  represent  the  general  intensity  of  ratings 
expected  based  on  the  following  premise:  it  is  expected 
that  if  an  impact  of  moderate  intensity  is  proposed  for 
an  area  about  which  the  participant  feels  a  moderate  value, 
his/her  expected  response  would  be  of  a  moderate  adverse 
nature.  Also,  it  is  expected  that  the  same  impact  would 
be  rated  as  high  by  those  who  felt  the  landscape  to  be  of 
high  value  and  rated  low  by  those  who  rated  the  landscape 
low.  If  true,  it  would  follow  that  a  low  intensity  impact 
would  be  rated  high  only  if  the  respondent  felt  the  area 
should  be  preserved  and  likewise  a  high  intensity  impact 
would  expectedly  result  in  a  high  adverse  rating  on  both 
high  and  moderate  value  lands. 
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IN    RtPLV    H[Ff  B    TO 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF   LAND   MANAGEMENT 

Resource  Area  Headquarters 

Federal  Building 

701  Camino  del  Rio 

Durango,  Colorado  81301 


SUBJECT:  BLM  Colorado  Visual  Resource  Inventory  Workshop, 
Cortez,  Colorado,  January  25,  1979 


■Dear  Sir: 

As  a  part  of  an  ongoing  effort  to  prepare  a  resource  inventory  of 
public  lands,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  is  in  the  process  of 
directing  an  inventory  of  the  visual  resources  for  approximately  8.5 
million  acres  within  Colorado.  Portions  of  all  four  BLM  districts  in 
Colorado  will  be  involved  in  this  inventory  --  Canon  City,  Grand  Junction 
Montrose  and  Craig.  The  inventory  will  cover  all  lands  within  certain 
Planning  Units  (PU)  in  the  following  BLM  Resource  Areas  (RA): 


CANON  CITY  DISTRICT 
Royal  Gorge      RA 
Northeast       RA 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT 
San  Juan        RA 
Sacred  Mountain  PU 
Uncompahgre  Basin  RA 


GRAND  JUNCTION  DISTRICT 
Glenwood  Springs     RA 


CRAIG  DISTRICT 

Little  Snake  River   RA 
Kremmling  RA 


The  attached  map  shows  the  general  locations  of  these  BLM  Districts  and 
Resource  Areas. 

Wirth  Associates,  Inc.,  a  landscape  architecture  and  planning  firm,  has 
been  retained  by  the  BLM  to  conduct  this  visual  resource  inventory  in 
Colorado.  A  series  of  workshops  with  representatives  of  federal,  state 
and  local  aaencies,  and  special  interest  groups  will  be  held  within  each 
Resource  Area  as  a  part  of  the  effort.  Public  concerns  for  changes  to 
the  visual  quality  within  each  Resource  Area  will  be  the  focus  of  these 
meetings. 

A  workshop  will  be  held  in  the  San  Juan  Resource  Area  (that  portion 
highlighted  on  the  attached  map)  at  Cortez  on  Thursday,  January  25,  at 
10:00  a.m.  Please  plan  to  participate  at  this  meeting  and  share  with 


CONSERVE 
<AMEi=f1CA'S 
ENERGY 


Save  Energy  and  You  Serve  America! 


us  your  insight  and  understanding  of  public  concerns  to  visual  changes 
occurring  or  possibly  occurring  to  landscapes  within  the  Resource  Area. 
Be  sure  and  put  this  date  on  your  calendar. 

With  your  assistance,  we  can  more  responsively  manage  the  visual  resources 
on  public  lands. 

Additional  information  will  be  provided  concerning  the  location,  format, 
and  specific  content  of  the  workshop  at  Cortez.  A  BLM  representative 
will  be  contacting  you  concerning  this  meeting. 

Slflcerely  yOurs , 


Jerry  D.  Kendrick 

Area  Manager, 

San  Juan  Resource  Area 


IN  REPLY  HEFEX  TO 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Resource  Area  Headquarters 

Federal  Building 

701  Camino  del  Rio 

Durango,  Colorado  81301 


SUBJECT:  Visual  Resource  Management  Workshop 


Dear  Sir: 

This  follow-up  letter  is  to  remind  you  of  the  workshop  being  held  at 
Cortez,  Empire  Electric  Dan  Hunter  Room,  801  N.  Broadway,  on  January  25, 
1979,  at  10:00  a.m.  as  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  (BLM's) 
comprehensive  planning  effort.  As  indicated  in  the  previous  letter, 
the  purpose  of  this  workshop  is  to  gain  public  input  on  questions  of 
change  in  the  visual  quality  of  the  landscape  resulting  from  a  variety 
of  possible  land  management  actions.  The  data  obtained  from  this  work- 
shop is  a  key  aspect  in  the  overall  Visual  Resource  Management  (VRM) 
inventory  and  analysis  process.  As  such,  it  plays  an  important  role  in 
the  determination  of  final  visual  quality  standards  for  the  various  BLM 
lands  within  the  Resource  Area.  The  scope  of  this  workshop,  however, 
is  not  limited  to  Bureau  lands  since  BLM  land  management  actions  would 
visually  affect  adjacent  lands.  Rather,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
all  lands  within  the  Resource  Area  regardless  of  ownership. 

The  workshop  will  be  jointly  facilitated  by  the  BLM  and  Wirth  Associates 
who  have  been  contracted  by  the  Bureau  to  conduct  visual  inventory  and 
analysis  studies  on  selected  lands  in  Colorado.  The  format  will  be  as 
follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

Resource  Area  planning  effort 
Purpose  of  the  workshop 

ORIENTATION 

VRM  program  overview  -  use  of  VRM  data 
Slide  overview  of  the  Planning  Unit 


DATA  INPUT 


CONSERVE 
^AMERICA'S 
ENERGY 


Your  desired  visual  standards  for  various  lands  within  the 
Resource  Area  (e.g.  preservation;  high,  moderate  or  low 
protection;  or  rehabilitation). 


Save  Energy  and  You  Serve  America! 


Your  reaction  to  visual  change  on  various  lands  resulting  from 
the  following  types  of  land  management  alterations: 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc,} 
Burning 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/$tructures-l 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 

Residential 
Hwy,  Rest  Stop' 
Visitor  Center 

(This  portion  will  not  be  issue  or  project  oriented  but  rather 
consider  only  generic  landscape  changes  which  may  take  place 
over  the  next  few  years). 

Your  narrative  discussion  of  specific  land  management  issues  or 
projects  of  concern  to  you. 

Individual  rating  forms  will  be  provided  so  that  after  discussion  of  topics 
or  areas  with  others  at  your  table  you  may  make  your  response  privately. 
In  order  to  complete  the  presentation  and  record  your  input  in  the  two 
hours  alloted,  however,  it  is  essential  that  we  adhere  closely  to  the 
topics  and  format  described  above  without  discussion  of  your  views  on 
specific  local  issues  or  projects.  We  do  desire  this  information,  however, 
and  the  final  phase  of  the  program  will  be  devoted  to  recording  them. 

As  a  selected  spokesman  for  a  particular  user  or  interest  group,  your  input 
to  this  workshop  is  key  because  of  the  public  sector  you  represent.  Without 


your  presence,  their  important  viewpoint  may  not  be  given  adequate 
consideration.  Th-is  personal,  additional  reminder  is  intended  to 
represent  an  indication  of  the  level  of  importance  the  Bureau  places 
on  the  visual  resource  and  its  consideration  in  future  land  management 
planning  and  decision  making.  It  is  also  intended  to  indicate  the 
importance  we  put  on  your  input  in  the  final  determination  of  VRM  standards 
for  Bureau  lands  within  the  San  Juan  Resource  Area. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Jepfy  D.  Kerrdrick 

Area  Manager, 

San  Juan  Resource  Area 


FINAL  SENSITIVITY 

The  Final  Sensitivity  Rating  is  the  result  of  the  combination  of  use  volume 
sensitivity  and  user  attitudes  sensitivity  according  to  the  following  matrix 
taken  from  the  BLM  Manual  (8411. 31A4): 

O 


H 


H 


M 


H 


M 


M 


H 


H 


H 


M 


L 


M 


HIGH 

SENSITIVITY 


MEDIUM 

SENSITIVFTY 


LOW 

SENSITIVITY 


The  process  used  is  a  mechsnical  one  in  wMcli  the.  two  preliminary  sensitivity 
maps  are  overlain  and  the  final  sensitivity  rating  for  any  given  area  is  deter- 
mined simply  by  the  particular  conditions  of  the  two  preliminary  ratings. 
When  very  small  islands  of  land  resulted  (less  than  1/2  mile  wide)  that  had  a 
rating  different  from  the  adjacent  land,  a  decision  was  made  to  give  It  the 
designation  of  the  adjacent  land  with  which  it  had  the  most  similarity  from 
a  management  standpoint. 
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Distance  Zones 
criteria 

Distance  Zone  classifications  are  used  to  indicate  the  relative  detail 
that  is  perceived  in  natural  and  man-made  features  on  the  landscape.  The 
closer  an  object  is  to  the  viewer  the  greater  the  detail  4n  which  it  is 
perceived  and  the  greater  is  its  perceived  scale  in  relation  to  the 
surrounding  landscape.  Therefore,  a  landscape  modification  near  the  viewer 
would  have  a  greater  negative  visual  effect  than  the  same  modification  seen 
further  away. 

Distance  Zone  categories  as  defined  in  the  BLM  VRH  system  include  the 
following:  Foreground/Middleground  -  from  viewer  location  to  3-5  miles; 
Background  =  from  3-5  miles  to  approximately  15  miles;  and  Seldom  Seen  = 
beyond  the  approximate  15  mile  limit.  The  Seldom  Seen  designation  is  also 
applied  to  areas  that  because  of  topographic  screening  are  unseen  from  any 
designated  viewer  location. 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  delineating  distance  zones  are  those  set 
forth  in  BLM;s  8411  manual.  This  procedure  first  involves  the  determination 
of  Key  Observer  Points  (KOPs).  These  points  are  the  same  as  those  used  for 
the  visual  sensitivity  -  use  volume  study  (see  use  volume  methodology  narrative 
preceeding). 
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From  these  points  (or  travel  routes)  a  "seen  area  analysis"  (see  visual 
sensitivity  -  use  volume  narrative)  is  conducted.  All  lands  that  can 
be  seen  from  that  point  or  travel  corridor  out  to  a  distance  of  3-5  miles 
are  labeled  as  Foreground/Middleground.  Ml  lands  that  can  be  seen  from 
that  point  or  corridor  between  3-5  miles  and  15  miles  are  labeled  as  Background, 
All  lands  that  are  beyond  15  miles  from  any  KOP  or  are  unseen  from  any  KOP 
are  labeled  as  Seldom  Seen.  Where  overlaps  of  these  zones  occur  (from   2  or 
more  KOPs)  the  closer  zone  is  designated. 

For  this  study  use  volume  Infoniiation  was  taken  from  various  sources,  as 
indicated  in  the  visual  sensitivity  -  use  volume. narrative.  A  manual 
seen  area  analysis  was  conducted  from  the  moderate  and  high  volume  points/ 
corridors  in  the  office  from  topographic  and  raised  relief  maps.  Appropriate 
distance  zone  designations  were  then  made.  This  preliminary  distance  zone 
map  was  then  taken  to  the  field  by  the  scenic  quality  inventory  team  for 
verification.  Revisions  were  made  accordingly. 
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BAXTHVDOUGU^  PINM^  UiilT 
General  Setting 

The  Baxter/Douglas  Planning  Unit  encompasses  296,000  acres  of  land  18  miles 
northwest  of  Grand  Junction.  The  planning  unit  is  bordered  by  a  short  segment 
of  the  Colorado  River  to  the  south,  Baxter  and  Douglas  Pass  to  the  north,  the 
Colorado-Utah  state  line  on  the  west  and  the  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit  on 
the  east. 

Within  the  planning  unit  topography  is  varied.  Deeply  incised  canyons,  ridges, 
narrow  valleys,  rolling  hills,  and  the  Book  Cliffs  serve  as  transitional 
landforms  between  Grand  Valley  and  the  mountainous  areas  to  the  north. 

The  mountains  bordering  the  northern  edge  of  this  planning  unit  range  from  7400 
feet  to  8600  feet  in  elevation  and  are  relatively  inaccessible.  Baxter  Pass 
(8400  feet)  and  Douglas  Pass  (8400  feet)  are  two  points  of  access  and  egress. 

Snow,  rainfall  and  erosion  continue  to  play  an  important  role  in  the  landscape 
by  carving  deeply  incised  canyons  that  occur  between  "finger  like"  projections 
of  ridges.  Dramatic  vertical  walls,  exposed  and  colorful  strata,  and  highly 
eroded  rock  fomations  are  characteristic  of  the  many  canyons  interspersed 
throughout  this  mountain  environment.  Most  notable  of  these  are  Prairie 
Canyon,  West  Salt  Creek  and  South  Canyons,  and  Trail  Canyon,  all  draining  the 
mountain  watersheds  from  the  north  to  Grand  Valley  in  the  southern  part  of  the 
planning  unit. 


BD-1 


The  Book  Cliffs  form  a  aistinct  boundary  separating  the  mountains  and  canyons 
of  the  north  from  the  lower  rolling  hills  and  Grand  Valley  of  the  south. 
Consisting  of  an  extensive  series  of  angular,  often  vertical,  highly  stratified 
sedimentary  rock,  these  cliffs  are  extraordinary  due  to  contrasting  form, 
color,  and  texture.  Topographic  differences  from  600  feet  to  1000  feet  make 
these  dramatic  cliffs  a  dominant  scenic  feature  visible  throughout  the  Grand 
Valley. 

The  Grand  Valley  and  encircling  low  rolling  hills  constitute  the  southern 
half  of  the  planning  unit.  The  Book  Cliffs  to  the  north  and  plateaus  to  the 
south  add  a  sense  of  scale  and  visually  define  the  parameters  of  this  large 
area. 

Two  major  creeks  drain  the  planning  unit.  Salt  Creek  and  McDonald  Creek 
empty  into  a  short  segment  of  the  Colorado  River  which  flows  through  the 
Ruby  Canyon  and  constitutes  the  southern  boundary  of  the  planning  unit.  Major 
tributaries  to  East  and  West  Salt  Creek  include  Barrel  1  Spring  Creek,  Prairie 
Canyon  Creek,  South  Canyon  Creek,  and  Trail  Canyon  Creek.  Six  and  Fifty 
Reservoir  located  in  the  southern  section  of  the  planning  unit  is  not  a 
dominant  scenic  element  due  to  Its  small  size. 

Vegetation  is  varied.  Douglas  Fir  and  Ponderosa  Pine  are  found  at  higher 
elevations  on  both  northern  and  southern  aspects.  Aspen  and  spruce  occupy 
middle  slopes,  Pinyon-Juniper  and  scrub  oak  associations  are  common  to  all 
areas  except  Grand  Valley  and  the  rolling  hills  north  and  west.  A  variety 
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of  grasses  and  small  shrubs  occupy  all  of  the  lower  areas  south  of  the  Book 
Cliffs  and  valley  bottoms  with  willows  and  cottonwoods  along  the  watercourses. 

Major  east-west  travel  routes  include  Interstate  70  and  U.S.  Highway  6  which 
pass  through  the  southern  part  of  this  unit.  State  Highway  139  is  the  major 
north-south  route  over  Douglas  Pass. 

No  urban  areas  exist  within  the  unit  and  development  consists  of  rural  farm- 
land with  scattered  residences  throughout  the  southern  part  of  the  unit.  A 
number  of  natural  gas  drilling  and  pumping  stations  are  located  north  of  the 
Book  Cliffs.  Several  active  drilling  sites  contribute  a  negative  but  temporary 
influence  on  scenic  quality. 
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TABLE   1 


SORU  GEf 

iERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  S  SU['.:iARY 

riANNINt 

^  UiaT:  BAXTER/DOUGLAS 

1 

GENERAL 

TYPE  KEY 

Mountains                  M 

Rolling  Hills 

RH 

Ridqes  and  Narrow  Valleys      R&NV 

Broad  Valleys 

BV     fl 

Canyons 
Plateaus 

C 

5                         P 

Cliffs 
Riparian  Area 

CL 
RA 

Man-Made  Lake 

WL 

SORU 

GENERAL  TYPE 

NO. 

NAI-1E 

001 

Ruby  Canyon 

Canyon/Riparian  Area 

(C/RA) 
(RH) 

002 

Rabbit  Canyon 

Rolling  Hills 

003 

Baxter  Pass 

Mountains 

(M) 
(C) 
(C)     4 

004 

West  Salt  Creek  Canyon 

Canyon 

005 

Prairie  Canyon 

Canyon 

006 

Douglas  Pass 

Mountains 

(M) 

007 

Demaree  Canyon 

Ridge  &  Narrow  Valley 

(R&NV) 

(CD 

008 

Book  Cliffs 

Cliffs 

009 

East  Prairie  Canyon 

Ridges  &  N.  Valley 

(R&NV) 
(C)     ^ 

010   ' 

East  Salt  Creek  Canyon 

Canyon 

Oil 

Long  Point 

Mountains 

(M) 

012 

Book  Cliff  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

(RH) 

013 

Grand  Valley 

Broad  Valley 

(BV) 

014 

McDonald  Creek 

Broad  Valley 

(BV) 

015 

South  Interstate 

Plateaus 

(P) 

020 

Horsethief  Canyon 

Canyon/Riparian  Area 

(C/RA) 

021 

Upper  Bowls 

Mountains 

(M)  ' 
(M) 

022 

Unit  Divide 

Mountains 
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DISTRICT: 


RESOURCE  AREA: 


GRAND  JUNCTION 
GRAND  JUNCTION 


PLANNING  UNIT:   BAXTER/DOUGLAS 


TABLE  2 


SQRU 
NO.      NAME 


001  Ruby  Canyon 

002  Rabbit  Canyon 

003  Baxter  Pass 

004  West  Salt  Creek  Canyon 

005  Prairie  Canyon 

006  Douglas  Pass 

007  Demaree  Canyon 

008  Book  Cliffs 

009  East  Prairie  Canyon 

010  East  Salt  Creek  Canyon 

on  Long  Point 

012  Book  Cliff  Hills 

013  Grand  Valley 

014  McDonald  Creek 

015  South  Interstate 


020  Horsethief  Canyon 

021  Upper  Bowls 

022  Unit  Divide 


RATING 

CRITERIA 

/ 

TOTAL 

_F 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

■  NO, 

SQR 

4 
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4 
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2 
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A 
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3 
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1 
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13 
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4 

3  ■ 

2 

3 

1 

2 
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12 
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4 

4 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 
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A 

4 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

14 

B 

5 

1 

0 

4 

3 

6 

2 

21 

A 

3 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

13 

B 

4 

4 

3 

4 

2 

2 

2 

21 

A 

4 

4 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

19 

A 

2 

2 

1 

2 

4 

1 

1 

13 

B 

1 

3 

2 

3 

2 

1 

-2 

10 

C 
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2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

11 

C 

2 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

2 

12 

B 

3 

2 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

21 

A 

2 

3 

0 

3 

3 

2 

2 

15 

B 

3 

3 

0 

3 

3 

1 

2 

16 

B 
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AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 

Three  rating  units  within  the  Baxter/Douglas  Planning  Unit  (001-Ruby  Canyon, 
008  Book  Cliffs  and  020  Horsethief  Canyon)  have  been  identified  as  potential ■ 
Areas  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC)  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  they 
represent  Class  A  scenery  and  have  received  a  rating  of  5  or  6  in  regard  to 
their  relative  scarcity  within  the  region. 

These  rating  units  represent  areas  of  extraordinary  scenic  quality  and  require 
special  management  attention  to  insure  preservation  of  the  qualities  which 
make  them  exceptional. 

The  rating  criteria  for  these  units  appear  below. 

SQRU 

NO.      NAME       


RATING 

CRITERIA 

TOTAL 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS-^ 

S 

CM 

NO.   SQR 

4 

t 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

22     A 

5 

1 

0 

4 

3 

6 

2 

21     A 

3 

2 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

21     A 

001  Ruby  Canyon 
008  Book  Cliffs 
020    Horsethief  Canyon 

001  -  Ruby  Canyon  -  In  this  region  a  river  as  large  as  the  Colorado  is  a  relatively 
unique  landscape  element.  The  canyon  itself  which  contains  a  variety  of 
contrasting  elements  combines  with  the  large  water  feature  to  create  a 
variety  of  spatial  experiences  in  this  interesting,  dynamic  landscape. 

008  -  Book  Cliffs  -  The  Book  Cliffs  are  a  visually  dominant  landscape  feature 
when  viewed  throughout  the  Grand  Valley.  This  highly  eroded  and  disected 
landform  creates  interesting  shadow. and  color  contrasts.  The  extensiveriess 
of  these  cliffs  make  them  unique  to  the  region. 
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020  -  Horsethief  Canyon  -  This  unit  is  very   similar  to  (001)  Ruby  Canyon. 
The  principal  difference  is  that  the  canyon  walls  are  somewhat  less 
dramatic  and  lack,  continuity.  Horsethief  Canyon  also  combines  a 
variety  of  contrasting  elements  which  create  a  variety  of  interesting 
spatial  experiences. 
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District 


Grand  Junction 


Date 


12/10/78 


Planning  Unit  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  001  -  Ruby  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  #     2     Frame  #   29,30 


Landscape  Character; 


Evaluator(s)    EB,  PG,  KVM 
CJ,  MF 


Time  of  Day  11:30  a. 
Weather 


Partly  Cloudy 


Canyon/Riparian 


General  Narrative:   This  area  is  a  fairly  steep-walled  canyon  cut  by  the 


Colorado  River  exhibiting  the  distinctive  and  colorful  banded  sedimentary 
geology  characteristic  of  many  eroded  canyons  in  the  Colorado  plateau. 
Vegetation  is  rather  limited  along  the  steep  precipitious  canyon  walls 
though  dense  stands  of  willows  and  other  riparian  vegetation  are  located 
along  the  banks  of  the  river  where  it  is  wider.  The  river  itself  Is  the 
most  dominant  feature  here.  Water  is  an  important  resource  for  agricultural 
and  recreational  mterestsTrid  this  area  is  highly  used  for  river  floating. 
The  Horsethiet  Canyon  section  is  Tree  of  any  apparent  development  and  as" 


such,  is  rather  rare.  The  Ruby  Canyon  section  is  paralleled  by  Denver  &  Rio 
Grande  western  raiiroaa  tracks  with  an  associated  wood  pole  telephone  line 
but  are  largely  unseen  from  the  river  due  to  their  location  on  an  elevated 


bench. 


Score  (Circil 

5  Appropriate  L 

evel) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Londfornn 

5 

3 

! 

4-steeD  canyon 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2-some  variety 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

5-Colorado  River 
4-v1vid 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

! 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

0-enclosed 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

5-see  narrative 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-ii 

2-some 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       i  !  or  Less 


SQRU        Final  Roting 

^odL a .- 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


21 


<> 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENiC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


•;.^: 


[nsf-ict  Grand  Junction 

Planning  Unit  Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  002-Rabbit  Valley 
Film:     Roll   #  1  Frame  #      29:^6 


Landscape  Character: 


18-22 


Da te   nprpmh^^  in,  iq7» 

FvaluatDr(s)   KVM,  CJ ,  MF 


Time  of  Day  1:00  P-m. 
Wpather  sunny,  cold 
Rol 1 ing  Hills 


General  Narrative:   Rabbit  Valley  is  an  area  of  broken  terrain,  characterized  bv 

i ntermi ttent  watercourses,  rock  outcrops,  rough-angular  hills  that  appear  as 

— small  mesas,  and  thick  sandstone  formations.  Through  hydrolooical  processes 

— the  sandstone  has  been  sculptured  into  bU-foot  tall  smooth  curving  walls  in 

— some  areas.  In  other  areas  isolated  cone-like  peaks  have  been  left  standing. — 


Considerable  vegetation  lends  interest  to  this  angular  terrain.  Pinyon,  Juniper, 
a  number  6t  Shrubs  and  wild  grasses  support  numerous  small  animals  and  deer. 
One  large  hawk  was  spotted  percnea  in  a  tall  Juniper.  


Adjacent  scenery  has  little  influence  but  sculptured  "castle  rnrfc^"  nn  nearbv 
ridge  tops  are  interesting.  ^ 


Little  water  is  obvious  but  again  large  flows  must  have  been  constant  at  one 
time  to  carve  out  the  sandstone  formations. _  The  Colorado  River  abutts  this 
unit  but  was  not  accessible  to  us  at  this  time. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


6 


Landfornn 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


3-varied 


3-some  variety 


2-deep  channels 


3-rpd.  browns 


1-none 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       1  1  or  Less 


1-common 


2 -none 


SQRU 

0Q2_ 


Final  Ratine 

R ' 


Subtotal 


+ 


=  Total 


15 


/N 


A,   B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


•1  C" 


Grand  Junction 


DaU 


December  10,  1978 


Planning  Unit   Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  003-Baxter  Pass 
Film:  Roll  #      1     Frame  #    ^^ 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  KVM,  CJ 

Time  of  Day   10:00  a.m. 
Weather   overcast 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  mountain 


environment 

"It 


borders  the  northwestern  corner 


of  the  Baxter/Douglas  Resource  Area. 

the  lower  portions  ot  the  mountains  [/ZUU  -   8000'} 


is  generally  moderately  sloping  in 
but  rises  sharply  above 


»uuu 

Tavaputs  Peak  at 


Baxter  Mountain  at  8716',  and 


to  tne  Qivide  or  the  mountain  peaks. 

8786'  are  the  two  most  prominent  mountain  peaks Tn  this  small 


but  often  dramatic  range.  These  mountains  contain  a  series  of  micro  water- 


sheds that  drain  into  two  steep  narrow  canyons 
Canyon. 


West  Salt  Creek  Canyon  or 


on  Prairie 

vertical  relief 


The  mountain  peaks  are  dramatic  because  of  their  high 


and  the  interestTrTg  eroded  sedimentary  rock  formations 
these  rock  outcrops,  consisting  of  Fir, 

"  At  this  time  we  were 


vegetation  is  scattered  among 

Ponderosa  Pine,  bcrub  Uak,  shrubs  and  grasslands. 


unable  to  get  into  this  unit  due  to  heavy  snowfall  on  Baxter  Pass  although 
we  are  certain  that  views  are  quite  extensive  and  influence  this  arpa  heranse 
of  the  adjacent  scenery.  We  did  see  a  radio  tower  atop  Baxter  Pass,  hut  are 
unable  to  determine  the  extent  of  the  facilities,  and  if  these  impair  the 


scenic  quality  of  the  site. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
ExDianation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

4-mountains 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4-variety 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1-little,   snow 

h 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3-vegetation 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3-panoramic 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

i 

2-fairly  distin( 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2-rare 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
1  1  or  Less 


SQRU 
003 


Final  Rating 
A 


Subtotal 


.=  Total 


19 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM' 


^..•^'SiJ^-'S 


Dist  ri  ct. 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  nnd-Wp^t  Salt  Creek 

Film:  Roll  I     1     Frame  §    5.6.7.8.9.10.11. 

1:^-15.16.17 


Landscape  Character: 


Da  t  e    December  10,  1978 
Fvaluator(s)  KVM,  CJ,  MF 


Time  of  Day  8:00  a. m. 
Weather  overcast 
Canyon 


General  Narrative:  Salt  Creek  intermittently  cuts  a  steep  walled  meandering 
course  through  a  somewhat  broad  canyon  floor,  the  largest  and  rentral  canvon 
of  a  branching  series  of  canyons  off  either  side.  Rising  some  200-300  feet 

— from  the  horizontal  floor,  the  canyon  walls  contain  a  number  of  horizontal 

rock  bands  of  various  width  and  general  color  combinations  of  sand,  pink 

— and  straw  ye  I  low.  The  canyon  is  a  river  eroded  area  of  uplifted,  straited 


sedimentary  layers  supporting  a  tew  varieties  of  vegetation  including  Juniper, 

Hinyon,  small  shrubs,  occasional  Scrub  Oak  and  wild  grasses.  Unusual  formations 

are  created  by  micro-erosional  patterns  within  the  rock  and  appear  as  smooth 

holes  with  an  occasional  "webbed"  joining  of  several  holes  of  various  si2££^ 

The  vegetation  provides  abundant  forages  for  deer,  rabbit  and  birds. Many 


animal  signs  were  noted  and  two  large  flocks  of  small  birds  were  sighted — 
feeding  on  seeds.  The  canyon  appears  as  a  series  of  large  steps  once  the 

initial  height  is  reached.  A  significant  number  of  natural  gas  pumping 

stations  have  been  constructed  in  this  area  and  through  their  numbers  have 
made  a  noticeable  but  not  ma.ior  impact  within  this  unit.        


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium 


Influence 


Scarcity 


7  I  Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


!      ^-steep  walls 


1      3-some  variety 


L-little 


0 


^-vegetat.ivp.  rnrks 
L-canyon 


[-common 


-^    b-gas  wells 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


13 


Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1  1  or  Less 

SQRU 
N/ 

Fina   Rating 

004 

R 

^ 

A.   B,   or  I 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit        Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  005-Prairie  Canyon 
Film:     Roll   i?  3  Frame  #        28-34 


Landscape  Character: 


Dat^ 


December  12,   1978 


Evaluator(s)      MF.   KVM,   CJ 

Time  of  Day___JOj^OO_ajTi^ 

Weather  clear 

Canyons 


General  Narrative:   This  area  is  a  steep  walled  narrow  canyon  containing  massive^ 
dramatic  sedimentary  rock  outcrops  of  varying  size  and  shapes,  and  appearing" 


The 


ike  a  series  or  stairs  to  the  higher  mountains  above  this  canyon. 

narrow  curvilinear  valley  tioor  with  deeply  incised  water  coarses  creates  a 


variety  of  spatial  experiences,  all  with  the  feeling  of  self  containment. 

The  erosional  patterns  are  very  interesting  in  both  the  macro  and  micro  scale. 


Both  scales  Illustrate  nature's  powerful  forces  that  created  this  canyon. 


varying  textures. 


causing  many  pitted,  irratic,blocl<y',  and  vertical  formS; 

The  vegetation  is  not  a  dominant  landscape  element, 

?crub  oaFT  and  a  variety  of  sages  and  grasses  occupy 


colors  and  lines. 


although 
THe 


canyon 


pinyon-jumper, 

T loor  and  sidewal is. 


Ihough  this  canyon  is  yery   natural  by  itself,  it  has  been  disrupted  by  man's 
search  tor  natural  gas,  evidenced  by  many  gas  wells,  pumping  stations,  and 


operations  equipment  which  are  located  throughout  this  canyon.  These  intrusions 


are  numerous  and  located  adjacent  to  the  roadway  reducing  the  naturalness 
and  scenic  quality  of  this  area. 


Score  (Circi< 

2  Appropriate  L 

evel) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landfornn 

5 

3 

1 

4-dramatic 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

3-some  variety 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

2-deep  channel 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3-seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

1-none 

O 

Scarcity 

6 

2             ! 

1-common 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0          -4 

-2  -Gas  sites 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


JL2- 


Scenic  Quality     i 
Classification 

Class  A  !9-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  i  i  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Ratine 

005 B 

"A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit       Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  UnitfOS-Douglas  Pass 
Film:     Roll   #       3 


Frame  #12,13.14,17. 
18  &  19 


Landscape  Character: 


Dale   December  11,  1978 


Fvaluator(s)  KVM,  CJ ,  MF 


Time  of  Day  3:00  p.m. 
Wpather  clear,  cold  0°F 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:  The  northern  boundary  of  this  planning  unit  is  a  series  of 
mountains  generally  8500  feet  plus  in  elevation  which  make  up  the  rating  unit 
The  mountains  are  angular,  generally  steep. slopes,  moderately  to  heavily 

■ ■ r— — : '^-^ — : —  t:  "   n  _  ^ r- l  Fv-TiV    n.;««i*    1i  ir^  ■?  p\/!iv-»    anH 


covered  in  a  number  of  trees  from  Aspen,  Scrub  Oak,  Pines,  Juniper,  and 

:    ,  J  _  ^  •  ^  - — _j:     _r u_ ii ^.,r-     v.^/~U     n,,i- r-ynr\c     n-F     linht     nrPV  .      VPl  1  f)W- 


many  varieties  of  shrubs.  Numerous  rock  outcrops  of  light  grev.  yellow-grey. — 
and  occasional  salmon  colored  limestones,  sandstones  and  shales  mark  the  slopes. 


Views  from  the  mountains  are  panoramic  in  most  directions  and  extend  many 


miles  north  and  south.  Ihe  juxtaposition  or  numerous  canyons,  va I  leys ^  and 
ridges  otters  interesting  contrast  and  a  play  or  light  and  shadows,  bright 
and  mntPd  color  and  unusual  corridors  oT  dennea  spatial  sequences. 


No  cultural  intrusions  exist  in  this  somewhat  uncommon  unit. 


Geologically  this  area  displays  visible  stratification  in  heavily  eroded _ 

terrain  creating  "V"  shaped  valleys  topped  in  a  harder,  more  resistant  cap  stone, 
and  consist  ot  entirely  horizontal  sedim.entary  formations.        ' 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Expianation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


4-steep  mountains 


4-diverse 


-A 


1-snow,   little 
3-seasonal 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  i  or  Less 


3-panoramic 


2-fairly  distinctive 
2-none  ^^^.^__  


SQRU 

|Q6_ 


Final  Rating 


1J 


Subtotal 


.=  Total 


JL2_ 


/N 


A,   B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Planning   Unit 


Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit   007-Demaree  Canyon 
Film:     Roll   #  Frame  # 


unable  to  photograph 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 

12/11/78 

'^- 

Evaluate 

3r{s)    KVM,  MF, 

CM 

Time  of 

Day      11 '30  a. 

^- 

Weather 

clear,  cold 

Ridges, 

Narrow  Valleys 

&  Cany or 

General  Narrative:   This  is  a  large  rating  unit  of  natural  landscape,  it 


consists  of  a  series  of  ridges,  steep  valleys  and/or  small  canyons. Most 

of  It  is  moderately  to  sparsely  covered  in  Pinvon-Junioer  forest. . — ^^ — 


Viewing  it  from  several  aspects  of  its  periphery  on  the  ground  combined  with 
aerial  flights  shows  the  area  MKe  fingers  of  a  hand  pointing  generally  south. 


Elevations  range  from  6600  to  7600  on  its  hiah  arminri  and  drop  to  some.. 


bZOU  or  b-ggpTeet'on  its  outside  edges.  The  2000  feet  of  elevation  consists 
or  sharply  edged  ridges  and  steep  drainageways.  


The  southern  edge  of  these  high  points  become  the  Book  Cliffs  and  are  a 
rating  area  in  themselves.  ..^_ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


» 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

4-varied 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

3-some  variety 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1-little 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3-seasonal 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

1-mostly  enclosed 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1 -common 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-A 

1-none 

Subtotal 


.=  Total 


14 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33  ^' 
12-18 
I  I  or  Le: 


SQRU 

0Q1_ 


Final  Ra 


/'N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORi\ 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  008  -  Book  Cliffs 
Film:  Roll  #    1     ^"^^^^   #  1,2.18,19.20 


26,27.28 


Landscape  Character: 


1-5,  25,26,35,36 


Date       12-11 

-78 

Evaluator{s) 

EB,  PG,   KVM, 

CJ,   MF 

Time  of  Day 

4:15  p.m. 

Weather 

sunny 

Cliffs  and  Ridges 


General  Narrative:  The  Book  Cliffs  are  a  very   extensive  series  of  highly 


angular,  often  vertical,  sedimentary  rock.  Having  been  strongly  eroded, 

these  cliffs  have  a  diversity  of  forms  including  sharp  pointed  ridges,  

"V"  shaped  valleys,  abrupt  angles  and  angular  slopes.  The  Cliffs  immediately 
north  of  Grand  Junction  are  apparently  more  resistant  to  erosion  and  appear 
as  a  massive,  blocky  wall  which  terminates  at  Mt.  Garfield. 


Distinct  wide  horizontal  bands  of  various  shades  of  pink,  light  greys,  reds, 

and  red-browns  with  an  occasional  dark  grey  to  black  shale  line  these 

expansive  slopes. 


The  Book  Cliffs  are  a  well-defined  edge  between  the  adjacent  valley  to  the 
south,  and  to  the  mass  of  ridges  and  narrow  valleys  to  the  north.  Rising  1000 

feet  above  the  valley  floor,  they  offer  a  distinct  contrast  and  become  a 

dominant  scenic  element  viewed  throughout  the  valley. 


Though  mostly  barren,  the  Book  Cliffs  do  support  a  widely  scattered,  sparse 
population  of  pinyon  and  juniper.  The  natural",  untouched  character  of  this 
If^nH^^rapp.  it<;  relatiyp  ^r^jp^^itv.  ^nd  it<;  visual  interest  maka  the .Mnk-LUIf^ 

an  outstanding  feature  and  a  prominent  visual  influence  throiLghout.  th_is 

planning  unit. 


Score  (Circ! 

e  Appropriate  Level) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

5  -    diverse 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

1-    little 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

0  -    none 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4  -    variety 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3  -    contrasting 

o 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

6  -    unique 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

■p  -    none 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   1  I  or  Less 

Final  Rating 


SQRU 
008    A 


'$' 


Subtotal 


+ 


Total 


21 


/1\ 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


r-T  r  *  ^T  „j 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  009-East  Prairie  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  #  Frame  #   none 


Landscape  Character: 


D  e  t  °^..  nprpmhpr  10.  1  978 


Evaluator(s)   kVM.  MP.  CJ 


Time  of  Day   3:00-P.m. 
Weather  clear,  cold 


Ridges,  Valleys  &  Canyons 


General  Narrative: 


See  Rating  Unit  007. 


IhiS  U  an  intermediate  area  between  the  higher  slopes  and  mountains 
and  the  steep  edges  called  Book  Cliffs.  It  is  very  similar  to  007, 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium    Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


I 


0 


0 


-4 


3-varied 


3-some  variety 


1-little 


3-seasonal 


1-mostly  enclosed 


1 -common 


2-nonp 


Subtotal 


Total 


13 


m 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  i  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

DOS B-.^ ^ 

A,   B,  or  C 


CENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


:rz:-irt 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit    Baxter/Douglas 


Dai e    December  11,  1978 
Evaluator(s)  KVM,  CJ.  MF 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  0^0  -  E.  Salt  Creek  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  #    3 


Frame  #7,8,9,10.11,12,     Time  of  Day  3:00  p.m. 
~ Weather   clear  0"F 


Landscape  Character: 


Canyon 


General  Narrative:   This  canyon  consists  of  steep,  annular  walls  nf  massive 
sedimentary  fnrmatinns  and  jprlnHp  niimprnii^  bands  of  vanoUS  colored 


>,tiU  lllienint   V      I  ui  iiin  i.  i  umm gnu i  in    \  mir     imiiii-i  i  n  i  -i — t<--=?-i  |^^.^^ — '^ ■  -  '    ' 7         Z^ 

rock  in  a  number  of  elevations.  The  color  ranges  from  medium  gray  to  nqnt 
grey,  salmon  to  a  burnt  red,  and  yellow-grey  to  thin  layers  of  ypHnw-green. 
Numerous  species  of  trees  line  both  water  and  the  canyon  floor  and  include 


cedar,  pine,  juniper,  cottonwood,  and  thick  carpets  of  tall  shrubs. Degply 

incised  creek  drainages,  often  30  feet  deep  and  50  feet  wide,  meander 

through- the  canyon  floor  and  are  joined  by  similar  creeks  leading  from  a 

number  ot  smaller  side  canyons. 


Looking  north  there  are  many  views  of  adjacent  mountains  which  create  a 

distinct  visual  terminus  for  the  canyon.  Higher  up  the  canyon  walls  the 

character  becomes  a  massive  stair-stepped  configuration  opening  up  the  area 
to  extremely  large  spacial  definitions. 


I  his  IS  a  highly  scenic  canyon,  generally  natural,  often  with  running  water 
(currently  frozen  over)  and  contains  many  highly  eroded  honeycombed  rock 
walls  Pf  micro-erosionai  patterns.  _ 


It  IS  0h6  Of  the  more  scenic  canyons  in  an  area  or  many  canyonsT 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Mediunn 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explonation 

I 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

. 4-very  angular 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4-large  variety 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

ci_semi -dominant 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4-seasonal ,   varif 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2-short  duration 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

2-common,  yet  di. 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-A 

r?-nnne 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
1  1  or  Less 


SQRU 


DHL 


Final  Rating 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


21 


A,   B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


h.cTr^ 

-- 

Srand  Junction 

Planni 

ng   Unit 
Quality 
Roll   # 

Baxter/Douglas 

mm 

Mt. 

Gar- 

field 

Scenic 

Rating   Unit 

Oil 

Lonq 

Point 

Film: 

3 

Frame  # 

16 

Landscape  Character; 


Date   12-10-78 


Evaluator(s)   EB,  PG,  KVM, 
CJ,  ff 


Time  of  Day   3:00  p.m. 
Weather     clear 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:  This  series  of  mountains  are  uniform  in  height  at  approximately 

8500  feet.  Steep  angular  side  slopes,  and  massive  rock  outcrops  are  commonly „ 

— found  within  this  area.  A  number  of  small  creeks  drain  these  mountains  toward 

— either  Big  Salt  Wash  to  the  east  or  East  Salt  Creek  to  the  west. 


Mr  and  Pine  trees  are  located  along  many  ot  the  ridges  in  a  patchwork  design, 
often  thickly  clustered  and  occasionally  very   sparse.  Along  the  lower  slopes, 
dense  stands  ofTcrub  oak,  pfnyon  and  jumper  are  present,  intermixed  witli  a 
low  scrubby  cove'r  ot  sage.  . 


Views  are  panoramic  in  all  directions  trom  this  near  pristine  landscape,  hew 
trails  have  been  located  in  this  area. 


Ihe  uniformity  ot  these  crests  make  then  appear  mesa- like  when  viewed  trom  T 


distance. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  L 

eve!) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

i 

4-mountaTnous 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4 

1-not  prominent 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3 

5    influence 

5 

3 

0 

3 

6    Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

?-fairlv  distinct 

7    Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

%i 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


JQ- 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

_011     A 

A,  B,  or  C 


SCEMIC  QUALITY  F!EL 


ENTORY  FOR 


Grand  Junction 


12-10-78 


fiarirnng   Unit       Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.   Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit      012  -  Book  Cliff  Hills 


Fvaluator(s)        EB,   PG,   KVH, 
CJ,  MF 


Film:     Roll   ? 1_ 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #2,3.4.21-23.2£.28 
26.27,28 


20. 21. 23. 35., 36 


Time  of  Day    10:00  a.m. 
Upflt.her  mostly  sunny 
Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:  The  hills  at  the  base  of  the  Book  Cliffs  are  an  area  of 

transition  between  the  valley  floor  and  the  cliffs  which  rise  to  the  north. — 
The  unit  contains  expanses  of  wide  flat  land,  but  its  central  and  most  striking 
features  are  the  heavily  dissected  areas  of  low  frequently  repeating  rounded 
hills  which  are  defined  by  a  dense  network  of  incised  drainages,   t„+^^,^+o. 


Intermittent 


streams  are  created  to  carry  tluvial  material  southward  across  the  valley  tloor 


i  LI  coma    ai  c    \^i  t^u  u&u     \,\j    v-^  iij      ,   ,  ^  ^  .  -^  . '     — —     ,  . — -r T^ 

to  the  Colorado  River,  the  rhythmic  pattern  of  the  landscape  is  extraordinary 
and  is  further  emphasized  by  a  low  sun  angle  early  and  late  in  the  day  when 
snadows  intensify. — Ihe  area's  vegetation  is  dominated  py  an  extensive  coyer 
ot  sagebrush  and  grasses. — Color  is  tnererore  muted  put  serves  as  a  suDtie 
contrast  to  the  vivid  colors  displayed  in  tne  book  liitts.  ine  strong  contrast 
Of  nghl  ahd  iShddoWS  adds  to  the  Uhll's  coior.  The  adjacent  Book  Cliffs  ad'H"" 
significantly  to  the  scenery  of  these  hills.  There  is  little  cultural  modv 


fication  throughout  the  unit.  Because  of  its  landform  this  unit  is  viewed  as 
an  unusual  and  distinctive  landscape.  .^ . 


12 


Score  {Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 


Landform 


Veaetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0        I 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


2-repeatinq  hills 


2-little  diversity 


^-not  prominent 


2-subtle 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Les: 


4- Book  Cliffs 


l-distinctiye 


'minor 


SQRU 

DL2_ 


Final  Rati 


^$' 


Subtotal 


Total 


13 


A,   B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Grand  Junction 


n?t' 


12- 10-  7^ 


riar.mnq   Unit    Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.   Garfield 
Scenic  Quality   Rating   Unit     013  -  Grand  Valley 


Film:      Roll   i 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  ^   Zfi,-27 


1-7 


22,  24 


Fvaluaior(s)       EB,   PG, 

KVM,   CJ,   MP 


Time  of  Day   12:00 

U'Pflther     partly  cloudy 


Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative:   The  Grand  Vallev  is  a  -sixtv-mile  long,  broad,  valley 


landscape  stretching  from  Grand  Junction.  Colorado  and  into  Utah, — Tpi5  umt 

is  just  a  portion  of  the  entire  valley.  It  spans  a  30-mile  distance  from 

Grand  Junction  in  the  southeast  of  the  Mt.  Garfield  flanning  Unit  into  the 


eastern  edge  of  the  Baxter/Douglas  Unit.  A  majority  of  this  area  is  seen  as 

a  flat,  level  surface  but  isolated  areas  of  flat-topped  or  low  rolling  hills . 

•^tand  out  as  prominent  features  along  the  valley  floor.  The  cliffs  and  hills 

-tn  both  the  north  and  south  help  to  define  this  unit.  Agricultural  modificatioji — 

and  associated  rural  development  dommatF  the  vaTTey  here  and  therefore  many . 

of  its  characteristics.-  VegetatiorTThcludes  many  varied  crops  ^nd  fruit _^ 

orchards.  Many  shade  trees  surround  individual  homesites.  Also  man-made — -_ _ 

canals  and  natural  waterways,  extensive  road  systems  and  fence  rows  support- 

tree  and  shrub  associations  of  cottonwoods,  willows  and  other  species. — 

Although  it  is  not  a  dominant  visual  feature,  a  number  of  tiny  reservoirs — 

""and  water  courses  indicate  an  intense  association  with  water.      ^ 


r.nlnr  i*:;  seasonably  variable,  changing  with  the  crops.  Both  the  Book  Cliffs 


to  the  north  and  the  cliffs  of  the  Colorado  National  Monument  enhance  the 
scenic  quality  of  the  umT7 


Grand  Junction  is  the  ma.ior  urban  center  in  this  region,  located  at  the  con^ 
— -- — -^ ^       Falisade,  hruita,  Loma,  Mack.' 


tluence  of  the  Colorado  and  bunnison  Rivers.  

Clifton  and  others  serve  as  local  community  centers  throughout  the  valley. 


Trom  these  centers,  especially  Grand  Junction,  intense  urban  development  sprawls 
out  into  tne  rural  setting  often  making  it  ditticuit  to  tell  wnere  tne  city  ends 
and  the  countryside  oeyins. — 1-70,  the  railroad  tracks  ana  tne  area  near  the 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Mediunn 


Low 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Expionation 


(overjp^ 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-flat 


3-agriculture 


2-canals 


3-seasonal 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18      • 
1  I  or  Less 


2-Book  Cliffs,   CNM 


1-common 


-A 


Subtotal 


-2  -  sprawl 
in 


SQRU 
013 


Final  Ratin 
C 


.=  Total 


A,   B,   or  C 


_^\ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORr^l 


'I  v; 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit    Baxter/Douglas 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  014  McDonald  Creek 

\     Film:  Roll  #   1     Frame#   24 

j '  — "^ 

!  2  8-17 


24,27 


Landscape  Character: 


Date         i?/n/7R 

Evaluator(s)      kvm,  MF,   r.i 

Time  of  Day            8-nn 

Weather      rlPar/rnlH 

Broad  Valley- 


General  Narrative:    Consisting  of  a  broad  valley  this  unit  has  little  change  in 
elevation  with  the  exception  ot  a  number  of  low,  rounded  and  widely  scattered  hills. 

There  are  no  trees,  rather  low  scrub  and  grasses  make  up  the  grnund  cover.  Several 
creeks,  most  notably  McDonald  Creek,  drain  the  area  ■southward  toward  the  Cnloradn 
River.  Occasional  pipeline  pumping  stations  are  prespnt  hut  do  not  constitute  mainr 
intrusions, 


Little  color  is  evident,  however  the  distant  mnuntains  add  hnth  variety  and 
interest  to  the  visual  scene. 


The  influence  of  ad.iacent  scenery  is  the  strnnop'^t  vi<;iia1  plpmpnt  within  this  area, 
Few  modifications  are  obvious.  Though  fairlv  natural,  it  lacks  great  visual  interest. 
,  At  the  extreme  western  edge  of  this  unit,  and  pytendina  nvpr  a  rnn'=;idprahlp — 


area,  a  pinyon-.iuniper  forest  adds  to  the  visual  rhararter.  Within  this  sprtinn 


a  very  large  number  of  deer  tracks  were  noted  indicating  a  grazing  herd  nf  nnssihlv 

hundreds  of  animals.  Sufficient  browsing  vegetation  i-^  al';n  apparent,  located 

at  the  southwest  section  a  change  in  elevation  allows  a  spectacular  overview  of 


Rabbit  Valley 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 ' 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

1 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

■2  little 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

1    t^nrnp 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

■1 

1   subtle 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

3  overviews 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1  common 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

— 2  none 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  II  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

014        B 


Subtotal 


Total 12- 


/N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Grand  Junction 


^dnmng  Unit  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  015  -  South  Interstate 
Film:  Roll  #   2       Frame  #   21-25 


Landscape  Character: 


[i?t--- 


12-10-78 


Fvaluator(s)      EB,   PG, 
KVM,    CJ,   MF  


Time  of  Day  1:00  P.m, 
Weather  partly  c1oudy_ 
Plateau 


General   Narrative:     This   is  an  area  of  land  which  slopes  gently  up  ^^^o^J/-^"^- 
Valley  and  IpupU  m.t   int.na_reTatively  flat  toppedta^bleland.     A  number  of„^, 

sman   narrow  valleys,  and  HTTTFarejvithiri_M§-i^^  .^.'?L 

entire  unit  extends  somiwRiFpirallel   to  and  south  of.   Interstate  70  with 

— elevations  up  to  lOOU'   above  the  road  bed.  . .- 


Annular  sharp  side  slopes,  occarional   rounded  ridges,  and  deeply  etched 

-^ i-— =— —4 T r- — ^\  -  J.J ! „ „       +.WI-1-;  ,-=1     nf    nlatpatic;. 


"watercoursTs  give  way  to  Urge_ri£btened_cro^^       of  plateaus.. 


MnHpr.tP  tn  soarse  stands~5TTTHy5F70Triper  1  i ne  ThiVlo£esj:^here^^ 
rock  outcrops  of  red-brown,  grey  and  tan  sedimeFtary  rock  lay  in  horizontal 
banding.   ~~~IZIZZIZ__-_— ^ ' ' 


Being  considerably  high,  this  area  offers  panoramic  views  in  most  directions, 
ThP  adiarent  vallev  units  create  contrasting  visual  elements  in  the  ovet;a"  ■ 
landscape.  This  area  is  natural,  somewhat  rugged  and  interesting,  and  due 


to  its  location,  the  entire  northern  edge  is  open  to  view  to  those  who  use 
T-7n  in  addition  to  those  communities  located  in  the  valley. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation     ^_____ 


Water 


Color 


High 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


-4 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  11  or  Lc 

SQB^  Final  Re 

015 B 


1 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


pi 


District   Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter  Douglas/Mt.  Garfield 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  020-Horsethief  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  #     2     Frame  #  31,32,33,34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 

12/10/78 

Evaluator(s)          MP, 

KVM, 

CJ 

Time  of 

Day        12:00 

noon 

1 

Weather 

Partly  Cloudy 

Canyon/F 

.i  pari  an  Area 

General  Narrative:   Horsethief  Canyon  is  situated  in  the  southwest  corner  of 


the  planning  units  south  of  unit  (Uib)  soutn  or  the  interstate.  This  canyon 
has  been  created  by  the  down  cutting  of  the  Colorado  Rivpr  after  it^ passes 


through  the  Grand  Valley.  The  sidewalls  of  the  canyon  drop  400-600'  in  stair 
step  fashion  and  define  the  unit  boundary.  Primarily  sedimentary  in  origin, 
these  sidewalls  exhibit  distinct  colorful  banding  and  are  in  contrast  to  the 
flat  val ley. floor.  This  unit  is  very  similar  to  Ruby  Canyon  in  landscape 


elements.  -  The  primary  difference  is  the  valley  floor  is  qenerallv  wider, 


and  the  continuity  of  the  canyon  walls  are  more  broken,  providing  for  a  greater 
spatial  definition  and  more  expansive  views  than  Ruby  Canyon. — 


Hinyon  Juniper  along  the  canyon  walls  have  random  isolated  patterns  depending 
upon  the  vertical  relief  ot  the  rock  outcrops,  brasses  and  sages  are  through- 
Out  the  unit  in  the  valleytjoor  as  weiT'as  cm  tne  side  slopes,  cottonwoods 


and  willows  characteristically  are  contained  to  the  vallev  floor  along  the 
river  banks. ._,   


The  Colorado  Kiver  is  the  dominant  visual  element  in  this  landscape.  Modifi- 
cations are  limited  to  the  far  western  section  of  the  unit  and  include  the 
Denver  Kio  Grande  Railroad.  The  impact  of  this  modification  is  limited  and 
does  not  effect  the  scenic  quality  ot  this  interesting  landscape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High  Medium 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


0 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


SQRU        Final  Ratir 

_il2Q £ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


21 


/N 


A,   B,  or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter  Douglas/Mt.  Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  n?i-iipppr  RnwU 
Film:  Roll  #    3      Frame  i     12.14 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     12/11/78 


rvaluator(s)    MF,  KVM,  CJ 


Time  of  Day   3:30  .p, 
Weather  sunny,'  cold 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  landscape  consists  of  the  upper  bowl  shaped  1and- 

forms  characteristically  serving  as  a-^transitionary  or  intermediate  landform 
— between  the  steep  narrow  canyons  and  the  hig"her  mountains.        


These  bowls  are  moderately  sloping  and  are  fairly  uniform  in  nature. — As  one- 


climbs  out  of  the  canyons  below,  views  are  more  expansive  in  thi'^  lapdsrape. 


"Primari ly  -made  up  of  sha1er~these  landforms  are  less  dramatic  and  less 
"wFathered  tnan  surrounding  landscapes.  __ 


Vegetation  consists  of  low  lying  scrub  and  scrub  oak,  with  an  intermix  of ..„. 

aspen  and  evergreens.  Evergreens  and  aspens  do  not  cover  the  slopes  completely,- 
rather  they  have  random,  unordered  patterns.        . 


This  landscape  is  accentuated  due  to  views  of  contrasting  landforms  that 
border  the  unit.  As  a  result,  these  views  ot  the  steep  rugged  mountains 
and  canyons"  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of  this  area. 


Water  features  are  limited  and  do  not  affect  the  scenic  quality.  Modifications 
do  not  exist,  resulting  in  a  natural  environment.  


Score  (Circle  Appropriote  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


5 


Low 


0 


0 


_0_ 
! 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


-A 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


17 


Scenic  Quality       ' 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18    . 

Closs  C  1  I  or  Les< 

SQRU  Final  Rati 

021 ^  B 

<■ 


A.   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORF/ 


J  <:.,-r 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Date  12/11/78 


Planning  Unit     Baxter  Douglas/Mt.   Garfield 


Fvaluator(s)  MF,   KVM,   CJ 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     022-Unit  Divide 
Film:     Roll   #  Frame  i 


unable  to  photograph 


Time  of  Day       4:00.  p.m. 
VJpather      sunny,  cold 


Landscape  Character: 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:    Situated  between  Big  Salt  Wash  Canvnn  and  Trriil  Cflnynn. 
this  unit  consists  of  the  upper,  less  dramatic  slopes  above  the  steep,  near — 
vertical  canyon  sidewalls.  This  ridge  is  an  extension  of  the  mnuntainnus 

'  environment  and  is  wery   similar  to  the  mountainous  extensions  of  the  Baxter 
Pass  umt  (UUb):  ~^Z~ZIIIIZZ^IIIZIIII—^—— 


Vegetation  consists  of  evergreens,  primarTly  firs  and  pines,  althniiah  <^nmp 

pinyon-juniper  associations  are  present  throughout  the  unit. Aspens  are  alsn 


present,  but  are  limited  primarily  to  the  wetter  areas  or  drainages. 


Visually,  there  are  no  dominant  or  outstanding  elements  in  this  landscape- 
There  are  a  variety  of  elements,  but  one  does  not  stand  above  others. 


Water  features  are  limited  within  the  unit  and  though  may  be  dominant  on  a 
site  specinc  oasis,  region  wide  they  have  little  if  any  visual  impact. 


Views  from  the  unit  are  panoramic  and  add  to  the  scenic  gualitv  of  the  Unit. 
Ihese  views  accentuate  the  umt  because  or  tne  contrasting  landscapes  that 


are  seen  from  this  unit,  all  of  which  accentuate  the  differences  between 


this  landscape  and  other  landscapes. 


No  modifications  exist  in  the  unit,  and  as  a  result  the  unit  is  natural 
and  visually  interesting.  " 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Woter 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


High 


6 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


0 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


Rotionole  or 
Explonation 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


JA. 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification  : 

i 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Closs  C  II  or  Less    ! 

SQRU  Final  Rati  J 

__022_1  B  ^ 


A,   B.  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


I  .     Nome  or  Type  of  Cultural  li^odiflcolion 


Drill   Site     -     001 


2.     Legal  Descrlplion  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates P^?^tgr/,DQUfllAS- 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data'. 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

1    0       4 

h 

5 

5 

S 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

1    ■ 

L 

M 

H 

1.  District  i. 

2,  Planning  Unit 

3.'.  Scenic  Quolity  7. 

.     Rating  Unit  .. 
*)»     Type  8. 

5.     Number 


Feoture  Contrast 

Score 
Potentlol  for 

Rehabilitation 
Potential  for 

Success 


2 

3 


land  ond/or  water 

vegetation 

structure 


f^eoture  Contrast  Score 

indicates  the  contrast  con  be  seen, 


w 


but  does  not  ottract  attention, 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  do[nlnate, 
H    -     Demond  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 


Rehobllitatlon  Potentia 


ITT 
E 


modlficotion 
elimination 


FILH:   Roll   B.        1        Frame   ff      10 

Time  of  day  10:00  a.Weattier    high  overcast 


Evaluator         KVM,    CJ  ,    MF 


Potential  for  Success 

Palrly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 


M  - 

L    - 


factorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 

contrast, 

Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

fnode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  contrast; 


li.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culturol  modlficotion  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

OS  Is  reflected  In  Its  rotlng  In  key  factor  chort  (llluslratlon  li). ■ • — — — — 

This  site  is  presently  being  excavated  for  oas  re^^prvp';  PviHpnrpH  hy  i-Hp 


many  trucks,  equipment,  and  drilling  rigs.  Although  itis  an  intriis.inn  nf.,, 
some  size  It  will  in  the  future  become  one  of  manv  small  nag  wpn<;  that  ^re^ 
i  so  Fated  throughout  this  unit  and  will  have  little  .impact  nn  thP  total 
scenic  qua  I ity. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  iVlODiFiCATION  INVENTO 

AM.-l  FFATilRF  n;TMTR/..qT  SPAIRF      • 


m 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cullural  Modlflcolion  Terra   Resources   Inc.   Gas  VJell    #2   -  002 


2.  Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 

3.  Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Dalai 


■   1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

■ 

0 

0 

5 

h 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7       8 

3 

0 

0 

2    ■ 

L 

M     H 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.'   Scenic  Quality 

.     Rating  Unit  , 
'».     Type 
5.     Number 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


FILM:   Roll   S.        3        Frame   S   30,31.32. 
Time  of  day     9:30  a  Weattier  dear 


Evaluator 


Baxter/Pouqlas 


ik)    \     -     land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -    structure 

Feature  Controst  Score 

{(,]  L    ^    Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 

M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehobllltotlon  Potentlol 
V)    M  -     modidcation 
E    -     elimination 

Potentlol  for  Success 

IgJ    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast, 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluote  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast, 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  chonge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  llmlled  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


A.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

as  Is  refleclcd  in  lis  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  't)..  — ■- 

.  This  gas  well  is  one  of  manv  found  thrniiohmit.  t.hi<;  reginn. I  ike  others  it  i-^,,,.' 

relatively  small  scale  when  compared  to  the  total  rating  unit.  There  are 
'' several  small  pumping  stations,  and  evidence  of  a  natural  gas  pi  pel -jpqr.nrridnr. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Noma  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification  Western  Slope  Gas  Pumpinc)-  Station   -  003 


2.  Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 

3,  Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datot 


'  Baxter/Douglas 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

1 

2 

r 

5 

5       5       6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0        3- 

L 

M 

H 

Tv 


"1     -     land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegeloflon 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Cor^trasl  Score 

Indicates  the  confrost  can  be  seen, 


1. 

District 

(>. 

Feature  Controst 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3. 

Scenic  Quollly 

7. 

Potential  for 

.     Rating  Unit  .. 

Rehabllitotlon 

li. 

Type 

8. 

Potential  for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

WTT 

M 
H 


but  does  not  attract  ailenfloHe 

The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 

Demond  ottentlon,  will  not  be  overlooUed. 


Rehabilitation  Pofentlol 
I7J 


E 


modilicotion 
eliminollon 


FILM:    Roll    H       1  Frame   S      4 

Time  of  day   9:00  a,  wenthet     high  overcast 


Evaluator        KVfl,    CJ  .    MP 


Potentiqi  for  Success 

{gj    R"~     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  controst, 
M   "     Difficult  to  accurotely  evaluote  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L    -     Probability  Is  low  tliol  a  chonge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Qualify  (Describe  how  culturol  modlflcofion  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quolity 
as  Is  reflected  In  its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  'i).. 


Te 


There  are  a  few  i$o1i?1;:p<;i  ^tn/ct-.iire<;  which  are  rnlnred  in  parth  tnnps  that- 
p  these  structures  blend  into  trie  natural  landscape, 


Also  in  this  site 


there'  IS  a  meta'l  tower  (radio)  that  does  not  attract  too  much  attention 
because  of  tFie~abil  ity  to  see  through  the  tower. 


FIELD  FORIVl  FOR  MODIFICATION 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 


TABLE  3 

USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY 

(Baxter/Douglas  and  Mt.  Garfield 
Planning  Units) 


KEY  OBSERVATION  POINT 


LOCATION 


VOLUME 


Interstate  70 
U.S.  Hwy.  6 
U.S.  Hwy.  50 
State  Route  139 
State  Route  146 
Orchard  Mesa  Road 
Moulton  Valley  Road 

Book  Cliff  Mine  Road 
Little  Salt  Wash  Road 
Dry  Gulch  Road 
Big  Salt  Wash  Road 
Coal  Gulch  Road 
Mack  Mesa  Road 
Horsethief  Canyon  Access 
Rabbit  Valley  Road 
Demaree  Canyon  Rim  Road 
Lookout  Mountain  Road 
"Rim  Road" 

West  Salt  Creek  Canyon  Rd. 
Colorado  River 


State  Line  -  Debeque  Canyon 

Mack  -  Grand  Junction-Palisade 

Mack  -  Grand,Junction 

Loma  -  Douglas  Pass 

Intersection  w/50  to  Rte.  6 

Orchard  Mesa  to  Palisade 

1-70  to  Mt.  Garfield 

Walker  Field  to  Fruita 

Walker  Field  to  Book  Cliff  Mine 

East  of  Fruita  to  Hunder  Canyon 

Fruita  to  Farmers  Mine 

West  of  Fruita  to  Big  Salt  Wash 

Coal  Gulch 

East  to  West  across  Mack  Mesa 

Mack  to  Horsethief  Canyon 

Rabbit  Valley 

State  Route  139  to 

State  Route  139  to 

Upper  4-A  Mountain 

West  Salt  Creek  to 


N.  Demaree  Canyon 
Lookout  Mountain 
to  Baxter  Pass 
U.S.  Hwy.  6 


Palisade  to  Ruby  Canyon 


High 

High 

High 

High 

High 

High 

High 

High 

Moderate 

High 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

High 

Moderate 
Moderate 
High 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes 
overview 

A  combined  sensitivity  workshop  for  both  the  Baxter/Douglas  and  Mt.  Garfield 
Planning  Units  was  held  in  the  BLM  District  Office  conference  room  at  9:30  a.m. 
on  February  14^  1979.  Of  the  23  individuals  contacted,  15  attended.  Some  of 
those  attending  were  not  among  the  23  initially  contacted.  With  one  exception, 
all  those  attending  participated  by  filling  out  a  form.  In  addition,  Carlos 
Sarvage,  the  BLM  Area  recreation  planner  and  Rob  Cleary,  the  BLM  District 
landscape  architect  participated.  Representation  by  participants  was  as  follows: 

AGRICULTURE 

Ranching  2 

ENERGY  INDUSTRY 

Extraction  4 

Transportation  (pipeline)      2 
Electrical  Generation         2 

RECREATION 

Guide  1 

AGENCY 

County  1 

.   Federal  (2  BLM)  .J_ 

15 
A  list  of  those  invited  and/or  attending  is  shown  in  Table  4. 

Mr.  Ken  Curry,  District  Surface  Protection  Specialist,  opened  the  workshop 
(in  place  of  Mr.  Mac  Berta,  Area  Manager,  who  was  unable  to  attend)  with  an 
introduction  which  included  the  relationship  of  this  workshop  to  the  overall 
Area  planning  effort.  Next  Mr.  Bill  Bottomly,  State  Office  landscape  architect, 
and  COAR  for  this  study,  made  a  presentation  on  the  use  of  this  data  in  the 


BD-9 


Bureau's  planning  and  decision-making  process,  noting  that  the  visual  resource 
is  but  one  factor  in  this  process.  The  remainder  of  the  workshop  was  presented 
and  facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates. 

Of  the  15  rating  forms  submitted,  14  were  considered  valid  and  used  in  the 
analysis.  Of  the  20  total  original  rating  units,  4  rated  High,  8  rated  Moderate 
and  8  rated  Low  after  tabulation  and  analysis.  Participant  scores  for  three 
of  the  original  rating  units  were  borderline  Low/Moderate.  These  were  units 
#12,  15  and  17;  all  of  which  are  canyons.  After  discussion  of  these  ratings 
with  Mr.  Berta  and  members  of  the  District  and  Area  staff  (Carlos  Sarvage, 
recreation  planner;  Rob  Cleary,  landscape  architect;  Dennis  Jenkins,  range 
conservationist  and  Henry  Beauchamp,  planner)  it  was  decided  that  the  upper 
ends  of  these  canyons  were  the  basis  for  the  moderate  ratings  --  being  more 
natural  and  used  by  residents  for  recreation  purposes,  while  the  lower  portions 
were  the  basis  for  the  low  ratings  —  being  more  degraded  and  used  primarily 
for  resource  extraction  and  access.  As  a  result,  rating  units  #12,  15  and  17 
were  subdivided  according  to  a  concensus  of  the  group  present  into  upper  canyons 
of  moderate  sensitivity  and  lower  canyons  of  low  sensitivity.  These  sub-units 
are  indicated  on  the  Sensitivity  Attitudes  map  overlay  as  rating  units  #12A, 
15A  and  17A. 

The  four  units  which  were  rated  high  include  Highline  Lake  #1,  Colorado  River 
#2,  Ruby/Horsethief  Canyons  #4,  and  Book  Cliffs  #9.  The  first  three  are  water- 
related  recreation  areas  which  occur  in  a  region  with  little  water.  The  last, 
the  Book  Cliffs,  is  a  dominant  and  scenic  regional  landmark  for  this  reason  the 
high  rating  is  appropriate  and  expected. 
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The  areas  rating  Moderate  were,  with  one  exception,  all  north  of  the  Book 
Cliffs  in  the  dissected  ridge  and  canyon  country.  The  exception  is  Rabbit 
Valley  #6  which  was  rated  Moderate  due  to  the  large  number  of  sight-seers  and 
recreationists  using  the  area,  especially  during  the  winter  when  the  high 
country  to  the  north  is  snowed  in.  Three  types  of  units  north  of  the  Book 
Cliffs  rated  Moderate.  These  were  the  high  mountain  coniferous/aspen  rims 
bordering  the  Baxter/Douglas-Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Units  in  horseshoe  fashion 
around  the  western,  northern,  and  eastern  boundaries;  the  isolated  ridge  and 
narrow  valley  complexes  between  the  major  canyons;  and  the  more  natural  of  the 
major  canyons. 

Low  ratings  were  given  to  all  other  areas  which  included  the  more  degraded 
canyons  north  of  the  Book  Cliffs  as  well  as  the  non-distinctive  or  developed 
to  degraded  areas  in  or  near  the  Grand  Valley. 

The  narratives  submitted  by  workshop  participants  regarding  specific  issues 
or  projects  of  concern  follow  the  Workshop  Summary  and  Analysis  Sheets. 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT|6M-  DO(M/kn.<^. 

Rating  Units 


Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 


Workshop  Rating^  t 
Unit:    ^  I 

<^cenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


C3 


IT) 


HP 


LU  LU 
in.  21 
<C 

I/) 

Q 
<  O 


MP 


LP 


I 


4^ 


LF-1** 
(HIGH)*** 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 

V/ST- 


Final   Rating:  ■       l\\  C,  [\ 
Rationale:         g^ -s  ^v.  ^ '-.rr,     y 


-f 


r.-'iV 


1:^ 


I  '■.  / 


ii^ 


.  J-. 


(.. .. :  {, 


iii:^ 


ii,,v.^  .    ^ 


M>-4i-^<-.^v ' 


^'.^^■M        r/    .■■  cA^c-.         .-o.rVU      ji^ 


\r'Sy        Jl 


-wL^ 
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*   CZl  =   High  Ratings;      111  =   Moderate  Ratings;      ilM  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 


Landform-2 


Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Land form/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNITl 


6fe^cw6yMT<^. 
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,X>I 


Rating  Units 
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Workshop  Rating 
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HP 
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MP 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;      iiil  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  categoryo 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fonowtng  generic  types; 


Landform-1 


Landform-2 


Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 

Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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PLANNING  muSM' 
Rating  Units 


Desired 
MgmL  Class 


Workshop  Rating 

Unit:    #  ^ 


Scenic  Qualifr 
Rating  Unit(s): 
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CO 


_l . 


< 

>    • 

lU  LU 

cC 

o 

00 
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HP 


MP 


LP 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 
(HIGH)*** 


Final   Rating:       LQ  V7 

Rationale;        p^^:\Lv^rn    \l^     -pe^LAccC   >('".i.A  .    CHcv-?-^       ObY^c^^pc ^- 1     u,^eVN -^^      H v<g J,r.,^  ^^M. 


rr 


£1 


3 


^(t-i^-'.C'^. 


J 


□  - 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;      lljilii  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 


Landform-2 


Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pi  pel ines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramv;ays 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNITfe6^."D0CJ^yMT.64^. 

Rating  Units  


Desired 
MgnrLClass 


Workshop  Rating^  4 


ScenTc  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


CD 
UJ  3Z 


UJ  UJ 

< 

CO 
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HP 


MP 


LP 
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(HIGH)*** 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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*   1.  I  =   High  Ratings;      I .)  =   Moderate  Ratings; 

*"  See  Reverse  sioc^  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Low  Ratings 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/ Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/ Repeaters 
Substations 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Structures 

Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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PLANNING  UNIT 


Rating  Units 
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Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^  ^ 

Scenic  Quality 
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MP 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Final  Rating:    LO^A-/ 
Rationale;    Um^   -x.o<,o 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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(HIGH)*** 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;      ilH  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  -jpeclfic  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Categories  of  visugl  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 


Landform-2 


Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNITg4|trbDtks/ 

>ffl<SAjg 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:          # 

CD 
CO   t— 1 
LU  3C 

P 

Scenic  Quali^ 

HP 

1 

.     Rating  Unit(s): 

\PE  VAl 
MED. 

MP 

P> 

LANDSC^ 
j            LOW 

LP 

fe 

R 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 
(HIGH)*** 


Final  Rating:        hAoPg'gATg' 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;  iiHl     =       Low  Ratings 

*'     See  Ravcfse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual   change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 
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J 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/ Repeaters 
Substations 

Structures 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNITfeAjg«-DDC(4j/Mt!dA/^ . 

Rating  Units 
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Mgmt.  Class 


Workshop  Rating  ^  ^ 
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Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 
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PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 
(HIGH)*** 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;      iiiS  =   Low  Ratings 
ee  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category, 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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tbccL  m^  ^ 

Scemd  Quality 

& 

zn 

CD 

(/1 1— 1 
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HP 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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(HIGH)*** 
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*   CI  =   High  Ratings;      111  =   Moderate  Ratings;      iiil  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Veci(::Lation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetat1on/Structures-l 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rating  Units 
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Mgmt,  Class 
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CD 
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MP 

5 
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LP 

R 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings;      lilllM  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
*■■''■  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/ Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipelines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Structures 

Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
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HP 
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LOW 

LP 
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R 
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LF-1** 
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*   1-  1  =   High  Ratings;      [  ,'1  =   Moderate  Ratings;      iilH  =   Low  Ratings 
*■«  c^.o-  Reverse  sice  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Land form/ Vegetation 

Roads 
Pi  pel ines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Landform-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 
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Rating  Units 
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Mgmt,  Class 


Workshop  Rating 
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PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION 


LF-1** 
(HIGH)*** 


Final  Rating:  MOP-^t^ATf: 
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High  Ratings; 


=   Moderate  Ratings; 
**  bee  rievGrbS  side  for  spacific  types  of  visual  char;ge  within  each  category 
***  Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 


Low  Ratings 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fonowing  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation 

Roads 
Pipel ines 
ORV  Use 
Rail  Spurs 

Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Landforin-2 


Dams/water  impoundments 


Vegetation 

Timber  Harvest 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 
Burning 


Residential 
Hwy.  Rest  Stop 
Visitor  Center 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT^iU^.-PDU 
Rating  Units 
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Mgrtit,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
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HP 
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.     Rating  Unit(s):       < 
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LP 
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R 
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In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLfl  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.   Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES.  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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group  has  about  visual  resource  rnanaaement  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  aboutc  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 


In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLfl  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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Final  Visual  Sensitivity  Levels 
overview 

After  analysis  areas  of  high  overall  sensitivity  occurred  in  these  primary 
areas.  The  first  is  the  corridor  along  the  Colorado  River  at  the  southern 
border  including  Rabbit  Valley.  The  second  is  a  band  through  the  middle  of 
the  planning  units  made  up  of  the  Book  Cliffs  as  well  as  the  area  around 
Highline  Lake.  Lastly  there  are  a  number  of  scattered,  usually  lineal,  units 
along  several  of  the  upper  ridges  in  the  ridge  and  canyon  country  north  of 
the  Book  Cliffs.  These  are  largely  the  result  of  moderate  user  concerns 
combined  with  their  visibility  from  high  volume  roads  in  the  canyons.  Some- 
what less  than  20  percent  of  the  total  area  resulted  in  High  final  sensitivity. 

Well  over  half  the  study  area  resulted  in  a  final  visual  sensitivity  of 
Moderate.  With  the  exception  of  the  Colorado  River  corridor.  Rabbit  Valley 
and  Highline  Lake,  everything  south  of  the  Book  Cliffs  in  the  Grand  Valley 
area  rated  moderate  overall  sensitivity.  This  is  due  to  low  user  attitudes 
combined  with  the  wide  exposure  this  area  received  from  the  numerous  high 
volume  roads. 

North  of  the  Book  Cliffs  a  majority  of  the  area  rated  Moderate  sensitivity 
overall  because  1)  the  major  valleys  received  low  user  attitude  concerns  but 
have  a  high  volume  of  use  or  2)  because  they  were  ridge  and  valley  units  with 
both  moderate  use  and  user  concern. 

With  the  exception  of  a  portion  of  the  mouth  of  Prairie  Canyon  which  is  Seldom 
Seen  (low  volume)  nothing  south  of  the  Book  Cliffs  rated  Low  overall  sensitivity. 
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North  of  the  Book  Cliffs,  areas  of  low  overall  sensitivity  were  the  result 
J  "■      of  low  user  concern  combined  with  moderate  to  low  volume.  The  larger  units 
rating  overall  low  sensitivity  north  of  the  Book  Cliffs  include  West  Salt 
Creek  and  its  tributary  canyons.  South  Canyon  and  its  side  canyons.  Hay  and 
Calf  Canyons,  Munger  Creek,  Big  Salt  Wash,  and  Coal  Gulch. 

Distance  Zones 
i      overview 

Key  observer  points  from  which  Distance  Zones  were  determined  for  the  Baxter/ 
Douglas-Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Units  are  listed  in  Table  3. 

I 

Well  over  75  percent  of  the  planning  units  are  in  the  Foreground-Middleground 
Zone.  Virtually  everything  from  the  Book  Cliffs  south  is  in  this  zone  because 

(■  ■      of  its  open  nature  combined  with  the  number  of  roads  and  the  river  corridor. 

North  of  the  Book  Cliffs  nearly  all  major  canyons  became  Foreground-Middleground 
including  West  Salt  Creek,  East  Salt  Creek,  Big  Salt  Wash  and  Coal  Gulch.  In 

*        addition  two  lesser  roads  off  Colorado  Route  139  were  listed  as  Key  Observer 
Points  -  one  going  to  Lookout  Mountain  and  beyond  and  the  other  traversing  the 
northern  rim  of  Demaree  and  Howard  Canyons. 

A  relatively  small  percent  of  the  total  area  became  Background.  One  area  was 
located  near  the  entrance  to  Prairie  Canyon  and  a  larger,  more  extensive  area 
is  located  along  and  near  the  Baxter/Douglas  and  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit 
boundaries. 

There  were  some  relatively  large  to  small  scattered  areas  of  Seldom  Seen  land 
'^J  north  of  the  Book  Cliffs  in  the  dissected  ridge  and  canyon  country.  The 
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largest  area  of  Seldom  Seen  land  occurs  in  Prairie  Canyon.  The  road  up 
Prairie  Canyon  was  not  indicated  as  being  a  Key  Observer  Point. 
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fil.  GARFIELD  PUViNING  UNIT 
General  Setting 

The  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit  is  irregularly  shaped  and  encompasses  347,000 
acres  of  land  in  western  Colorado. 

The  unit  extends  some  30  miles  north  and  south,  spanning  roughly  17  miles 
east  and  west  at  its  widest  point,  and  tapering  to  as  little  as  a  mile  or 
less  at  its  northern  extreme  and  to  approximately  7  miles  along  the  southern 
boundary. 

The  Colorado  River  flows  southeast  to  northwest  through  the  southern  portion 

of  the  unit  and  its  structural  influence  in  the  area  is  visible  in  the  fact 

that  the  majority  of  the  local  alndforms  are  diagonally  oriented  in  this  same 
southeast-northwest  direction. 

Over  time,  the  Colorado  has  formed  the  broad,  extensive  Grand  Valley  which 
constitutes  the  majority  of  the  land  in  the  south-central  portion  of  the 
planning  unit  and  supports  a  variety  of  land  uses.  The  valley  is  very  flat 
and  open  and  is  widely  used  for  agricultural  purposes.  Grand  Junction  and 
Fruita  are  also  found  in  the  valley  as  are  two  major  east-west  thoroughfares. 
Interstate  70  and  Route  6,  and  a  dense  rectilinear  grid  of  country  roads. 
Due  to  the  preponderance  of  cultural  modifications,  the  Grand  Valley  retains 
little  of  its  natural  character. 

South  of  the  Grand  Valley,  the  land  grades  into  an  area  of  low  rolling  hills 
and  curvilinear  swales.  Many  residential  structures  are  located  here. 


MG-1 


North  of  the  Grand  Valley,  the  land  slopes  gradually  upward  into  a  series 
of  frequently  repeating  mounded  hills  which  end  abruptly  at  the  foot  of  the 
sharply  rising  Book  Cliffs. 

The  Book  Cliffs  are  the  most  outstanding  scenic  feature  in  the  planning  unit. 
Their  distinct  definition  and  strong  vertical  lines  contrast  strongly  with 
the  adjacent  landforms  and  because  they  tower  over  the  nearby  hills  and  valleys, 
they  are  visually  prominent  throughout  most  of  the  area.  The  cliffs  are  yery 
colorful  as  they  are  composed  of  highly  stratified  multi-colored  sedimentary 
rock,  and  variations  in  form  and  texture  are  common  along  the  cliff  faces. 

Northeast  of  the  Book  Cliffs  the  planning  unit  tapers  into  a  rather  narrow 
arm  of  land  which  is  characterized  by  a  series  of  small  steep-walled  canyons 
which  branch  off  Big  Salt  Wash  Canyon,  a  heavily  eroded  canyon  which  runs 
roughly  north  and  south.  To  the  northeast  of  this  canyon  area,  a  series  of 
mountains  rise  to  elevations  of  between  7200  and  8888  feet. 

Vegetation  in  the  planning  unit  is  varied.  Douglas  Fir  and  Ponderosa  Pine 
are  found  at  higher  elevations  on  both  north  and  south-facing  slopes.  Groves 
of  aspen  and  stands  of  spruce  are  common  to  the  middle  elevations,  and  pinyon/ 
juniper  communities  are  dominant  in  the  lower,  hilly  areas.  The  Grans  Valley 
is  dominated  by  pasturelands,  croplands,  and  fruit  orchards,  but  in  non- 
agricultural  areas  is  vegetated  with  grasses  and  low  shrubs.  Cottonwoods  and 
low,  red-twigged  willows  are  common  along  drainage  courses. 
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TABLE  5 


SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SU.' 
PLANNING  UNIT:  MT.  GARFIELD 


GENERAL  TYPE  KEY 

Mountains  ^ 

Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys  R&NV 

Canyons  C 

Plateaus  '  P 


Rolling  Hills 
Broad  Valleys 
CI  i  f  f  s 

Riparian  Area 
Man-Made  Lake 


BV 
CL 

RA 
MML 


NO. 


008 
Oil 
012 
013 
015 

016 
017 
018 
019 
020 

021 
022 


SQRU 


GENERAL  TYPE 


NAt-IE 


Book  Cliffs 
Long  Point 
Book  Cliff  Hills 
Grand  Valley 
South  Interstate. 

Highline  Lake 
Salt  Wash/Coal  Gulch 
Colorado  River 
Garfield  Mesa 
Horsethief  Canyon 

Upper  Bowls 
Unit  Border 


Cliffs 

(CL) 

Mountains 

(M) 

Rolling  Hills 

CRH) 

Broad  Valley 

(BV) 

Plateau 

(P) 

Man-Made  Lake  (MML) 

Canyon  (C) 

Riparian  Area  (RA) 

Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys(RNV) 
Canyon/Riparian  Area     (CRA) 


Mountains 
Mountains 


(M) 
(M) 
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TABLE  5 


DISTRICT:       GRAND  JUNCTIO 

N 

RESOURCE  AREA:   GRAND  JUNCTION 

PLANNING  UNIT:   MT„  GARFIELD 

SQRU 

RATING 

CRITERIA 

/ 

TOTAL 

NO, 

NAf-IE 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NO, 

SQR 

008 
Oil 
012 
013 

Book  Cliffs 
Long  Point 
Book  Cliff  Hills 
Grand  Valley 

5 
4 
2 
1 

1 
4 
2 
3 

0 
1 
1 
2 

4 
3 
2 
3 

3 
3 
4 
2 

6 
2 
1 
1 

2 

2 

1 

-2 

21 
19 
13 
10 

A 
A 
B 
C 

11 

015 

South  Interstate 

2 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

2 

12 

B 

015 

Highline  Lake 

1 

2 

5 

3 

2 

4 

0 

17 

B 

017 
018 

Big  Salt  Wash/ 
Coal  Gulch 
Colorado  River 

4 
2 

2 

3 

1 
5 

4 
4 

2 

3 

2 

4 

2 
-3 

17 

18 

B 

B 

019 

Garfield  Mesa 

'3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

1 

13 

B 

020 
021 
022 

Horsethief  Canyon 
Upper  Bowls 
Unit  Divide 

3 
2 
3 

2 
3 
3 

5 
0 
0 

4 
3 
3 

0 
3 
3 

5 
2 

1 

2 
2 
2 

21 
15 
15 

A 
B 
B 
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AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 

Two  rating  units  within  the  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit  (008  Book  Cliffs  and 
020  Horsethief  Canyon)  have  been  identified  as  potential  Areas  of  Critical 
Environmental  Concern  (ACEC)  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  they  represent 
Class  A  scenery  and  have  received  a  rating  of  5  or  6  in  regard  to  their 
relative  scarcity  within  the  region. 

These  rating  units  represent  areas  of  extraordinary  scenic  quality  and  re- 
quires special  management  attention  to  insure  preservation  of  the  qualities 
which  make  them  exceptional. 

The  rating  criteria  for  these  units  appear  below. 


NO. 

SQRU 

NAME 

LP 

V 

RATING 
W 

CRITERIA 
C    AS 

S 

CM 

..   TOTAL 
NO.    SQR 

008 

Book  Cliffs 

5 

1 

0 

4 

3 

6 

2 

21     A 

020 

Horsethief 
Canyon 

3 

2 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

21     A 

008  -  Book  Cliffs  -  The  Book  Cliffs  are  a  visually  dominant  landscape  feature 
when  viewed  throughout  the  Grand  Valley,  This  highly  eroded  and  disected 
landform  creates  interesting  shadow  and  color  contrasts.  The  extensive- 
ness  of  these  cliffs  make  them  unique  to  the  region. 

020  -  Horsethief  Canyon  -  This  unit  is  very  similar  to  (001)  Ruby  Canyon.  The 
principal  difference  is  that  the  canyon  walls  are  somewhat  less  dramatic 
and  lack  continuity.  Horsethief  Canyon  combines  a  variety  of  contrasting 
elements  which  create  a  variety  of  interesting  spatial  experiences. 
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Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones 

Narratives  for  the  following  sections  of  the  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit 
report  have  been  combined  with  the  report  narratives  for  the  Baxter/Douglas 
Planning  Unit  and  are  located  under  corresponding  headings  in  that  section: 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 
data  summary  table 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes 
overview 

data  SUMMARY  FORMS 
SPECIFIC  issue  narratives 

Final  Visual  Sensitivity  L£vels 
overview 

Distance  Zones 
overview 
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District 


Grand  Junction 


Date 


12-11-78 


Planning  Unit   Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  008  -  Book  Cliffs 
Film:  Roll  #   4        Frame  #  1-6,8,9,29-31 


Landscape  Character: 


5 

17-19,26,27,30,34 

-     6 

9,13-15,18,19, 

i^3-2b,3U-34 

Fvaluator(s)  EB,  PG,  KVM, 
CJ,  MP 


Time  of  Day  4:15  p.m. 
VJpather    s^^^y 


Cliffs  and  Ridges 


General  Narrative:   The  Book  Cliffs  are  a  yery   extensive  series  of  highly 

angular,  often  vertical,  sedimentary  rock.  Having  been  strongly  eroded. 


these  cliffs  have  a  diversity  of  forms  including  sharp  pointed  ridges, 

"V"  shaped  valleys,  abrupt  angles  and  angular  slopes.  The  Cliffs  immediately 
north  of  Grand  Junction  are  apparently  more  resistant  to  erosion  and  appear 
as  a  massive,  blocky  wall  which  terminates  at  Mt.  Garfield. 


Distinct  wide  horizontal  bands  ot  various  shades  of  p1nk,  light  greys,  reds, 
and  red-browns  with  an  occasional  dark  grey  to  black  shale  line  these 
expansive  slopes. 


Ihe  Book  Cliffs  are  a  well-detined  edge  between  the  adjacent  valley  to  the 
south,  and  to  the  mass  ot  ridges  and  narrow  valleys  to  the  north.  Rising  1000 
feet  above  the  valley  floor,  they  offer  a  distinct  contrast  and  become  a 
dominant  scenic  element  viewed  throughout  the  valley. 


Though  mostly  barren,  the  book  Cliffs  do  support  a  widely  scattered, -sparse 
population  of  pinyoa  and  jumper,   me  natural,  untouched  character  of  this 
landscape,  its  relative  scarcity,  and  its  visual  interest  make  the  Book  Cliffs 
an  outstanding  feature  and  a  prominent  visual  intluence  throughout  this 
pldfinlny  Uh!L.  "^        ~~~IZZZZZIZIIZIZI 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Woter 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


High 


Cuilura!  Modification  j     2 


Medium 


-3 


0 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Expionotion 


5 


zU. 


Subtotal 


Total 


21 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  11  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Ra1in( 

008  "  A      


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


''"***  t  r  1 '" " 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   on  -  Long  Point 
Film:  Roll  #     3  


Frame  r 


16 


Landscape  Character: 


(See  Baxter-Douglas) 


Dat'j      12-10- 

7P. 

Lvaluator(s) 

EB,    PG,    KVM, 

CJ,   MP 

Time  of  Day 

3:00  p.m. 

Weather 

clear 

Mountains 

General  Narrative:  This  series  of  mountains  are  uniform  in  height  at  approximately 

8500  feet.  Steep  angular  side  slopes,  and  massive  rock  outcrops  are  coimionly 

found  within  this  area.  A  number  of  small  creeks  drain  these  mountains  toward 

either  Big  Salt  Wash  to  the  east  or  East  Salt  Creek  to  the  west. . 


Mr  and  Pine  trees  are  located  along  many  ot  the  ridges  in  a  patchwork  design, 
"often  thickly  clustered  and  occasiona I Ty" very  sparse!  Along  the  lower  sTopes, 

dense  stands  ot  scrub  oak,  pinyon  and  jumper  a"re~"present.  intermixed  with  a 
"low  scrubby  cover  ot  sage. 


Views  are  panoramic  in  all  directions  from  this  near  pristine  landscape,  ^e^v^ 
trails  have  been  located  in  tms  area. 


Ihe  uniformity  ot  these  crests  make  then  appear  mesa-iiKe  when  viewed  trom  a 


distance. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

i 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

4-alpine 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4 

3 

Water                                  I     5 

3 

0 

1-not  prominent 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

i 

Z-comnon 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


19 


w 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  !9-33  | 

Class  B  12-13 

Class  C  i  i  or  Less 

SQRU  Finoj  Rating 

Oil  A      : 


/N 


A,   B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Grand  Junct i on 


0?t^ 


12-10-78 


h'lanrnnq  Unit   Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   012  -  Book  Cliff  Hills 


Film:  Roll  ? 


Landscape  Character; 


Frame  #  1-^.8.8.29-31 


4-q.18-20.3? 


4.23-26.30-34 


Evaluator(s)   EB,  PG,  KVM, 
CJ,  MF 


Time  of  Day    10:00  &.m. 


Weather  mostly  sunny 
Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:  The  hills  at  the  base  of  the  Book  Cliffs  are  an  area  of 

transition  between  the  valley  floor  and  the  cliffs  which  rise  to  the  north. 

The  unit  contains  expanses  of  wide  flat  land,  but  its  central  and  most  striking 
features  are  the  heavily  dissected  areas  of  low  frequently  repeating  rounded 
hills  which  are  defined  by  a  dense  network  of  incised  drainages.  Intermittent 
— streams  are  created  to  carry  fluvial  material  southward  across  the  valley  floor 
to  the  Colorado  Rivero  The  rhythmic  pattern  of  the  landscape  is  extraordinary 
and  is  further  emphasized  by  a  low  sun  angle  early  and  late  in  the  day  when 
— snadows  intensity.   Ihe  area's  vegetation  is  dominatea  oy  an  extensive  cover 
— of  sagebrush  and  grasseSo  Color  is  tnererore  mutea  put  serves -as  a  subtle 
— contrast  to  the  vivid  colors  displayea  in  tne  booK  liitts.  Ihe  strong  contrast 
of  light  and  <;hadOWS  adds  to  the  unit's  coior.  The  adjacent  Book  Cliffs  add 
significantly  to  the  scenery  of  these  hills.  There  is  little  cultural  modi- 
fication  throughout  the  unit.  Because  of  its  landform  this  unit  is  viewed  as 
an  unusual  and  distinctive  landscape. 
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Landscape  Character; 


Dat-:          12--10-73 

EvaluaLor(s)       EB.    PG, 

KVM,   CJ,   MF 

Time  of  Day      12:00 

Weather            partly  cloudy 

Broad  Valley 

General  Narrative:   The  Grand  Valley  is  a  -sixtv-mile  long  broad  valley 
landscape  stretching  from  Grand  Junction,  Colorado  and  into  Utah„ 
is  just  a  portion  of  the  entire- valley.  It  spans 


This  unit 


a  30-mile  distance  from 


Grand  Junction  in  the  southeast  of  the  Mt.  Garfield  Planning  Unit  into  the 

eastern  edge  of  the  Baxter/Douglas  Unit.  A  majority  of  this  area  is  seen  as 
a  flat,  level  surface  but  isolated  areas  of  flat-topped  or  low  rolling  hills 


The  cliffs  and  hills 


stand  out  as  prominent  features  along  the  valley  floor. 

to  both  the  north  and  "sdutPTTielp  to  detme  this  unit.  Agricultural  modification 

and  associated  rurai  development  dominate  the  valley  here  and  "therefore  many 
"of  its  characterTstics.  Vegetation  includes  many  varied  crops- and  fruit" 
orchards.  Many  shade  trees  surround  individual  homesites.  Also  man-made 


canals  and  natural  waterways,  extensive  road  systems  and  fence  rows  support 
associations  of  cottonwoods. 


wi 1  lows  and  other  species. 


tree  and  shrub 

Although  it  is  not  a  dominant  visual  feature,  a  number  of  tiny  reservoirs 


and  water  courses  indicate  an  intense  association  with  water. 


Color  is  seasonably  variable,  changing  with  the  crops.  Both  the  Book  Cliffs 


to  the  north  and  the  clitrs  of  the  Colorado  National  Monument  enhance  the 


scenic  quality  of  the  unit. 


Grand  Junction  is  the  major  urban  center  in  this  region,  located  at  the  con- 
fluence ot  the  Colorado  and  Gunnison  Kivers.  Pahsade,  hruita,  Loma,  Mack, 


Clifton  and  others  serve  as  local  community  centers  throughout  the  valley." 


Prom  these  centers,  especially  brand  Junction,  intense  urban  development  sprawls 

setting  often  making  it  difficult  to  tell  where  the  city  en?s 
ITie  railroad  tracks  and  the  area  near  the 


out  into  tne  rufa 

and  the  countryside  oegins.  i-/u 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 
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Grand  Junction 


(i?-.- 


F'lanmng  Unit  Baxter/Douglas  -  Mt.  Garfield 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  015  -  South  Interstate 

Film:  Roll  #     4     Frame  #    23-28 ; 

5  31 


Landscape  Character: 


12-10-78 


Evaluaior(s)   EB,  PG, 


KVM,  CJ,  MF 


Time  of  Day   1:00  p.m. 
Weather  partly  cloudy 
Plateau 


General  Narrative:  This  is  an  area  of  land  which  slopes  gently  up  from  Grand 
Valley  and  levels  out  into  a  relatively  flat  topped  tableland.  A  number  of 
small  narrow  valleys,  and  hills  are  within  this  series  of  plateaus.  The Z 


entire  unit  extends  somewhat  parallel  to  and  south  of.  Interstate  70  with 
elevations  up  to  lUUU'  above  the  road  bed. 


Angular  sharp  side  slopes,  occasional  rounded  ridges,  and  deeply  etched 
watercourses  give  way  to  large  flattened  crowns,  typical  of  plateaus. 


Moderate  to  sparse  stands  of  pinyon-juniper  line  the  slopes  where  occasional 
rock  outcrops  of  red-brown,  grey  and  tan  sedimentary  rock  lay  in  horizontal 
banding.    ~~~~~~~~~~~~IZIZIZZZZIZZIZIIIZIZZZ___^^!^^^- 


Being  considerably  high,  this  area  offers  panoramic  views  in  most  directions. 
The  adjacent  valley  units  create  contrasting  visual  elements  in  the  overall 
landscape.  .  This  area  is  natural,  somewhat  rugged  and  interesting,  and  due 


to  its  location,  the  entire  northern  edge  is  open  to  view  to  those  who  use 
I-7U  in  addition  to  those  communities  located  in  the  valley. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District    Grand  Junction 


Date   12/11/78 


Planning  Unit   Baxter/Douglas 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  016  Highline  Lake 

Film:  Roll  #    6 

Frame  #   1-3;   27,  28 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   KVM,  CJ,  MF 


Time  of  Day   10:00. A.M. 
Weather  clear,  0°F 
Rolling  Hills/man-made  lake 


General  Narrative:  Highline  Lake  State  Recreation  area  is  situated  in  the 


northern  portions  of  Grand  Valley  and  contains  many  landscape  elements  found 
in  the  valley  itself.  The  landscape  is  gently  roll ing  with  isolated  cottonwoods, 

Situated  in  a 


in  primarily  grasslands  and  is  relatively  of  little  interest. 

valley  bottom,  external  views  to  the  lake  are  limited  to  the  higher  elevation 
rolling  hills  to  the  north.  These  views  often  extend  up  to  three  miles  which 
give  the  lake  a  natural,  and  interesting  setting. 


Because  it  is  a  state  recrea"0^on  area,  and  one  ot  a  tew  very 

region,  it  appears  heavily  impacted  during  the  summer  months  as  indicated 


"large  water  bodies  in 


a  state  recreation  area 

this  .  -^  .....  -  -  - ,  ,  - , 

by  the  recreation  features,  structures,  and  information  guides  throughout  this 
recreational  site,   i hese  recreationai~T-eatures  do  not  severe ly  damage  the  visual 
quality  due  to  their  natural  appearance  in  both  color  and  structural  elements. 
Although  this  area  would  normally  have  little  significance,  the  fact  that  it  is 
a  state  recreation  area  offering  many  water-oriented  recreational  activities,  is~~ 
important,  and  should  maintain  a  high  level  ot  protection.  ~ 
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District 
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Planning  Unit         Mt.   Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  017  -  Big  Salt  Wash  & 

Coal    Gulch 
Film:     Roll   #      5  Frame  #     10-16 


Landscape  Character: 


5-8 


Date 


12-10-78 


Evaluator(s)   EB,  PG 


Time  of  Day  3:00  .P. Jl 
Weather Sunny 


Canyons 


General  Narrative:    The  canyons  found  locally  within  the  Mt.  Garfield  planning 


unit  are  characterized  by  loftv  steeply  sloping  to  nearly  vertical  walls  which 

define  narrow  canyon  floors.  Massive,  blockv  sedimentary  rock  outcrops  and 

broken  boulders  are  common  to  the  sideslopes.  The  banded  sandstones  and  shales — 
in  the  canyon  are  colorful  and  they  have  been  eroded  into  a  variety  of  pyre^midcaK 


conical,  and  blocky  forms.  The  canyon  walls  are  barren  in  extremely  steep  areas 


but  are  vegetated  with  a  widely  scattered  spotty  cover  of  pinon.  .juniper,  and 
sagebrush  along  the  more  moderate  slopes.  As  the  canyon  walls  flatten  into  the 
canyon  floor,  the  sagebrush,  pinon,  and  juniper  become  quite  dense.  Scattered 


OT 


cottonwoods  indicate  the  presence  of  drainage  courses.  The  canyons  are  free 
significant  cultural  modifications  and  their  rugged,  precipitious  terrain  and 
diversity  of  form  and  color  create  a  strongly  scenic  visual  experience. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  F! 


D  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Grand  Junction 


Daie 


12-11-78 


Planning  Unit       Mt.   Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  018  -  Colorado  River 
Film:     Roll   #        4  Frame  #     19-22 


Landscape  Character: 


20-22 


Evaluator(s)        EB,   PG 

Time  of  Day  3:00  p.m. 

VJeather         sunny 


og 


Riparian 


General  Narrative:  The  Colorado  River  flows  through  the  southern  portion  of  the 


planning  unit  following  a  meandering  course  as  it  moves  from  east  to  west. It  is_ 

swiftly  flowing  and  locally  ranges  up  to  as  much  as  30  yards  in  width.  In  many 
areas  the  Colorado  has  become  deeply  incised  in  the  easily  erodable  sandstone 
and  shale  formations  which  underlie  the  area.  Along  these  stretches  of  the  river, 
the  Colorado  is  bounded  by  high,  nearly  vertical  cliffs  or  steep  bluffs.  Colorful 


beds  of  sedimentary  rock  strata  have  been  exposed  in  these  areas,  significantly 
increasing  the  vis_u_al  interest  of  the  river  course.  Although  vegetation  is  very 


sparse  along  the  steep  slopes  bounding  the  Colorado,  the  gently  sloping  to  flat 


riverbanks  are  densely  vegetated  with  willow,  cottonwood,  box  elder,  and  mixed 
herbaceous  species.  This  riparian  vegetation  exhibits  a  diversity  of  growth  forms 


and  seasonal  color  which  contrast  pleasingly  with  the  form  and  color  of  the 

surrounding  soil,  rock,  and  water.  "'   "  "■    "' 

beautiful 


The  Colorado  River  is  a  prominent  and  very 


extensive  cultural  modification 


scenic  element  in  this  landscape,  however. 

along  its  banks  detract  greatly  from  its  overall  scenic  guality.  Among  the  many 
distracting,  visual  intrusions  which  were  noted  along  the  riverbanks  are  Interstate 


70,  the  tracks  and  signal  lights  of  the  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  West  Railroad, 
number  of  transmission  lines,  many  gravel  guarries,  a  cement  plant,  a  sewage 
lagoon,  and  several  residential  developments. 
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District 


Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Mt.  Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  019-Garfield  Mesa 
Film:   Roll  #    6      Frame  #  35,36,37 


Landscape  Character; 


Date    12/11/78 


rvaluator(s)    MP,  KVM,  CJ 


Time  of  Day    4:00  p. 
Weather   sunny 


Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:     The  Garfield  Mesa  area  situated  northwest  of  the  Book 


Cliffs  is  primarily  a  series  of  ndges  and  narrow  va I  leys.  This  area  consists 
ot  the  upper  less  dramatic  slopes  above  Loai  (juTch  and  Garvey  Canyon.  It  is  a 
fairly  extensive  landscape  containing  a  variety  of  landscape  elements. 


The  flat-topped  mesas  above  the  sloping  landscape  are  contrasting  in  landform_ 


and  vegetation,   fhese  flat  mesas  have  been  chained  to  remove  the  pinyon 
■lumper  associations  which  are  the  dominant  vegetative  types  throughout^hij_ 


landscape. — Little  diversity  ot  vegetation  exists,  the  only  contrast  is  to  tne 


chained  areas. 


Views  are  panoramic  in  all  directions  and  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of  the  area. 
These  views  highlight  the  differences  between  this  and  other  landscapes. 


Watpr  IS  not  a  dominant  element  on  a  regional  basis,  although  could  be  on  a 


site  specific  basis.  Cnlnrs.  textures,  and  vpgptatinn  are  uniform  thrniinhniit 
the  area  with  the  exception  of  the  chained  areas. 


Though  largely  natural,  the  landscape  has  been  modified  somewhat  through 

chaining  practices.  Though  these  areas  do  have  impacts  today,  _i_n  the  future 


they  could  increase  vegetative  diversity  in  this  relatively  uniform  area. 
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District   Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter  Douglas/Mt.  Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  020-Horsethief  Canyon 
Film:   Roll  #     2      Frame  #  31,32,33,34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


12/10/78 


rvaluator(s) MF,  KVM,  CJ 


Time  of  Day    1^:00  noon 
Weather   Partly  Cloudy 


Ca nyon/Riparian  Area 


General  Narrative:   Horsethief  Canyon  is  situated  in  the  southwest  corner  of 
the  planning  units  south  ot  umt  (Uib)  soufh^^t  the  interstate.  This  canyon 


has  been  created  by  the  down  cutting  of  the  Colorado  River  after  it^ passes 
through  the  Grand  Valley.  The  sidewalls  of  the  canyon  drop  400-600'  in  stair 
step  fashion  and  define  the  unit  boundar"y7  Primarily  sedimentary  in  origin, 
fhP<;p  ^iHpwsIU  Pxhihit  distinct  colorfulbandinq  and  are  in  contrast  to  the_ 


el ements.  •  The  primary  difference  is  the  valley  floor  is  generally  wider,. 


and  the  continuity  of  the  canyon  walls  are  more  broken,  providing  for  a  greater 
spatial  definition  and  more  expansive  views  than  Ruby  Canyon. ■' . 


Hinyon  Juniper  along  the  canyon  walls  have  random  isolated  patterns  depending 
upon  the  vertical  relief  ot  the  rock  outcrops.  Grasses  and  sages  are^through- 

■ "  -'  '-    Cottonwooas 


Out  the  umt  in  the~vaney-t]oor  as  welT'as  on  the  siae  slopes. 

and  willows  characteristically  are  contained  to  the  valley  floor  along  the 


river  banks. 


The  Colorado  River  is  the  dominant  visual  element  in  this  landscape.  Modifi- 


cations are  limited  to  the  far  western  section  of  the  unit  and  include  the 
Denver  Rio  Grande  Railroad.  The  impact  ot  this  modification  is  limited  and 
does  not  errect  the  scenic  quality  or  tms  interesting  landscape. 
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Grand  Junction 


Planning  Unit   Baxter  Douglas/Mt.  Garfi_e_;[d_ 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit_Q2i-jjp^^£ii_aiMlA_ 

Film:  Roll  #     3      Frame  #  12,14 . 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     W.1WM- 


E  va  1  u a  to r ( s  )____MLL^m»_CJ_ 


Time  of  Day   3:30  .p. 


U'P.ther  sunny.-  cold 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  landscape  consists  of  the  upper  bowl  shaped  land 

forms  characteristically  serving  as  a-transitionary  or  intermediate  landfo 

— between  the  steep  narrow  canyons  and  the  higher  mountains. . 


These  bowls  are  moderately  sloping  and  are  fairly  uniform  in  nature. — A^  one 
climbs  out  of  the  canyons  below,  yiews  are  more  expansive  in  this  landscape. 


Primarily -made  up  of  shale,  these  landforms  are  less  dramatic  and  less 
weathered  tnan  surrounding  landscapes. — 


Vegetation  consists  of  low  lying  scrub  and  scrub  oak,  with  an  intermix  of ^^ — 

aspen  and~evergreens.  Evergreens  and  aspens  do  not  cover  the  slopes  completely, 
rather  they  have  random,  unordered  patterns. - 


This  landscape  is  accentuated  due  to  views  or  contrasting  landforms  t_hat_ 


border  the  unit.  As  a  result,  these  v^ews  of  the  steep  rugged  mountains_ 
and  canyons"  add  to  the  scenic  quality  ot  tnis  area. 


Water  features  are  limited  and  do  not  affect  the  scenic  quality.  Modifications 
"Hn  nnt.  Pxist.  resulting  in  a  natural  environment. 
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Grand  Junction 


Date 


_12/l_l/78_^ 


Planning   Unit      Baxter  Doug1as/Mt.   Garfield 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     022-Unit  Divide 


Film:     Roll   # 


Frame  # 


unable  to  photograph 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,   KVM,   CJ_^ 


Time  of  Day       4:00.  p.m. 
Weather      sunny,  cold 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:    Situated  between  Big  Salt  Wash  r.Rnvnn  and  Trail  TF^nynn. 
this  unit  consists  of  the  upper,  less  dramatic  slopes  above  thp  stpep,  near — 
vertical  canyon  sidewalls.  This  ridge  is  an  extension  of  the  mnimtainous 


environmen 

Pass  umt  (uut))T 


t  and  1s  very  similar  to  the  mountainous  extensions  of  the  Baxter 


Vegetation  consists  of  evergreens,  priTnartlv  ftrs  and  pines,  although  snme 

pinyon-jum'per  associations  are  present  throughout  the  unit. Aspens  arp  alsn 

present,  but  are  limited  primarily  to  the  wetter  areas  or  drainages. — 


Visually,  there  are  no  dominant  or  outstanding  elements  in  thj^  lanHsrapp. 
There  are  a  variety  of  elements,  but  one  does  not  stand  above  others. 


water  teatures  are  limited  within  the  unit  and  though  may  be  dominant  on  a 
site  specmc  oasis,  region  wide  they  have  little  if  any  visual  impact. 


Views  from  the  umt  are  panoramic  and  add  to  the  scenic  guality  of  the  Unit. 
Ihese  views  accentuate  tne  umt  because  OT  the  contrasting  landscapes  that 


this  landscape  and  other  landscapes. 


No  modifications  exist  in  the  unit,  and  as  a  result  the  unit  is  natural 
and  visual ly  interesting.  ] 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


are  seen  from  this  unit,  all  of  which  accentuate  the  differences  between . 


High 


Londform 


~ 


Vegelotion 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


CuHura!  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


0 


Low 


0 


Rationole  or 
Explonation 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
CI  OSS  B       12-18 

Class  C       I  1  or  Less 


SQRU 
022 


Fincj  Rolint 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


Jj&. 


/^ 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


fe. 


1 


I  .     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modiflcollon  Refinery   -    004 


2.     Legal  Descrlplion  ond/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordindfej. 


WTTaFTTeTT 


3.     Unit   Resource  Analysis  111  Data; 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

1 

3 

/» 

5 

5 

5 

6       7 

'e 

3 

0 

0 

4  ■ 

H       M 

L 

r 


1. 

District 

6, 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Plonnirig  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quolity 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     , 

Rehabilitation 

;. 

Type 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

land  ond/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

'(g)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention, 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demond  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehobllltotlon  Potentlol 
I7jl    M   -     modification 
E    -     elimlnallon 

Potential  for  Success 

Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satls- 


FILM:    Roll   S_       5         Frame   M,    22,    23 
Time  of   day     3    p.m.    Weather        dear 


Evaluator        EB,    PG 


M 


factorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 

controst. 

Proboblllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  controst. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culturol  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 
as  Is  reflected  in  Its  rotlng  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  <i).-  '     "  '  '  ■'■■ 

The  Gilsonite  Refinery  is  located  west  of  Fruita  between  I-7Q  and  Hwy.   6.      It    . 
is  highly  visible  from  many  vantage  points   including  the  Colorado  National     ^ 
Monument.     The  refinery's  chaotic  mix  of  smoke  stacks^  cranes  and  storage  tank's 


"contra; 
the  re1 


S 


sts  strongly  witn  the  surrounding  landscape.     Large  plumes  of  smoke  rise 
finery  furtlier  drawing  attention  to  it.     The  onteritial   for  rehahil  I'tatTn 


^from 

Jia  of 


fieldTormV6"R  modification  inventory 
and  feature  contrast  score 


■"\ 


I  ,     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification 


Junl<  Yard      -    005 


2.     Legol  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M,  Coordinates. 


Ht.  Garfield 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  til  Data: 


2       2 


0 

1 

2 

V 

5 

5 

5 

(, 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

5  ■ 

H 

E 

H 

1. 

District 

6. 

Fealure  Controst 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3. 

Scenic  Quolify 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

k. 

Type 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:    Roll    S        6         prame    i     ^ 


Time  of  day  10:00  a.  Weother    sunny 


Evaluator 


PG 


Xt)    I     -     land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegetation  . 

3  -    structure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

(6)  L    -     indicates  the  controst  con  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  allentton. 

M    -     The  controst  begins  to.  dofnlnote. 

H    -     Demond  attention,  will  not  be  overlool<ed. 

Rehobllltatlon  Potentla 
W 


I7J 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 


Fairly  certain  contract  con  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

M    -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 

L    -     Proboblllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


A. 


Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culturol  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quollly 

as  Is  reflected  in  its  roting  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  't).- "■■ 

,Th1s  .iunk  yard  is  rather  small  but  extends  out  on  bgth  sides  of  the  road ,■ 

into  Coal  Gulch,  fl-Verv  scenic  canyon.  The  disruption  could  easily  lie 
mitigated  through  removal  of  the  junk  .yard.  , 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODlFlCATIOiM  INVENTORY 

AK'.n  PPA".-1IRF  r.nMTR'AfJT  Sf.ORE 


4 


1 


« 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification  Sewage   Lagoons 


006 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data: 


1         12       2       2       3 

3 

3 

0 

1 

8 

^55       5       6       7 

8 

1         0       0      6  ■   L       M 

M 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.'.   Scenic  Quality 

.     Rating  Unit  .  . 
t|.     Type 
5.     Number 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potenflol  for 

Success 


Frame   I       22 


FILM:   Roll   I       6  

Time  of   day     3   P.m.    Weattier     SUnny 


Evaluator     EB ,    PG 


Mt.   Garfield 


2 
3 


land  and/or  wafer 

vegetation 

structure 


Feoture  Contrast  Score 

XU~Z    -     Indicates  tlio  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attroct  attention, 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  do[nlnate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabllltotion  i=^otentlol 
modUicotion 


I7J 


E    -     elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 


M 


factorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 

contrast, 

Probablllly  is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

inode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  controst. 


fj.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culture 

factor  chart 
hard  lines 


as  is  reflected  In  its  roting  In  key  factor  chart 
The  geometric  shapes  and 


I  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

(Illustration 't).. 

of  these  manmade  ponds  are  probably  more 


visible  from  the  air  but  from  the  ground  their  contrast  with  the  na-tural  form 
of  the  land  is  evident.  The  addition  of  surrounding  vegetation  miglil:  provide*^ 
a  buTter.  " 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  iVlODIFlCATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 
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